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FOREWORD

Perhaps you have not been notably successful in winning 
friends and acquaintances to the life-changing belief in God and 
His Son, Jesus Christ. You might have wondered why the Chris-
tian church in general seems to be losing ground in its battle with 
the evils of the secular world. Not only does this book identify 
the reason for such problems, it also offers an effective solution. 
When you read Ken Ham’s logical analysis of the situation and 
the straightforward way in which he proposes to correct it, you 
will likely say, “Why didn’t I think of that?”

At an ever-accelerating pace, society is putting its stamp 
of approval on practices that just several decades ago were not 
only frowned upon, but were outright illegal. Whereas once the 
Christian church had a significant impact on society, today al-
most every vestige of our Christian heritage is being eradicated. 
After spreading like wildfire, from a tiny handful of believers 
to the four corners of the world, Christianity today is in retreat 
at an even more rapid rate than that by which it spread.

There must be a root cause for this reversal that the 
Christian church is overlooking — a fundamental flaw in our 
approach. Why did Christians once exert influence on both 
social customs and laws of government, but today are finding 
that even in the United States, the so-called land of the free 
with a constitution that guarantees the free exercise of religion, 
their rights are being flagrantly violated?

Ken Ham gets to the bottom of the problem in this book. He 
shows how we have been simply fighting the symptoms of over-
looking the root cause. Why have we not been able to convince 
the world of the evils of abortion, divorce, homosexuality, por-
nography, and drugs? Mr. Ham has identified the real crux of the 
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matter. The cause is so subtle that even most of  the large 
religious denominations have been deceived and have failed 
to recognize it.

With public education and even seminaries teaching 
that evolution, as well as the law of gravity, is a scientific fact, 
students have decided that there must be a naturalistic expla-
nation for everything so they forget all about God. Anyway, 
they knew that His Ten Commandments put a crimp on their 
sexual lifestyles, so they were quite eager to escape from such 
constraints. They adopted the new morality; if  it feels good, do 
anything you can get away with without being caught.

If  there is no Creator, there is no purpose in life. There 
is thus no one watching over us to whom we must someday 
have to account for our actions. So, we come to the root of 
society’s problems. When God the Creator is removed from the 
picture, there are no absolutes; there is a loss of respect for law 
and absolute principles, and man is set adrift in a purposeless 
universe, guided only by his fickle passions and the situation 
of the moment.

Mr. Ham shows that Genesis, in particular, is a dependable 
account of actual events that are supported by solid scientific 
evidence. Furthermore, he shows how the questioning of this 
foundational book of the Bible, even by many Christians, has 
led to the degeneration of society so that the only moral codes 
it accepts are based upon “survival of the fittest,” “do your 
own thing,” and “if  it feels good, do it.” There are no moral 
absolutes.

This book is must reading for all Christians. It gives them 
much needed answers to the common questions of the unbe-
liever and advice for parents who must prepare their children 
to face a rebellious secular world. Mr. Ham calls upon a wealth 
of experience in answering questions during years of lectures 
throughout both America and Australia.

			   Luther D. Sunderland
			   Author of Darwin’s Enigma:
			   Ebbing the Tide of Naturalism
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INTRODUCTION

I was reared in a Christian home where the Bible was 
totally accepted as the infallible, inerrant Word of God that 
provided the basis for the principles to be applied in every area 
of life. I recognized the conflict when as a high school student I 
was taught the theory of evolution. If  Genesis was not literally 
true, then what part of the Bible could I trust?

My parents knew that evolution was wrong because it was 
obvious from Genesis that God had given us the details of the 
creation of the world. These details were important foundational 
truths for the rest of  Christianity. At that time, the current 
wealth of materials on the creation/evolution issue produced, 
for instance, by the Institute for Creation Research, were not 
available. I recall going to my local minister and asking him 
what to do about the problem. He told me to accept evolution 
but then add it to the Bible so that God used evolution to bring 
all forms of life into being. This was an unsatisfactory solution 
to the problem. If  God did not mean what He said in Genesis, 
then how could one trust Him in the rest of the Scriptures?

I went through my science degree and my teacher training 
year pigeonholing this problem, regurgitating to the lecturers 
what they told me concerning evolution. I did not know from 
a scientific perspective why I did not believe in evolution — but 
I knew from a biblical perspective it had to be wrong or my 
faith was in trouble.

Just before I received my first teaching appointment, the 
associate director of a teachers’ college in Australia, Mr. Godron 
Jones (a member of the church I was attending) gave me a small 
book outlining some of the problems with evolution. He also told 
me of books that were becoming available on this topic — books 
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authored by such people as Dr. Henry Morris. I searched the 
book shops to try to collect as much of this material as pos-
sible. The Genesis Flood by Morris and Whitcomb was one of 
the first books I read on the subject. When I realized there were 
easy answers to this creation/evolution dilemma, there came a 
real burden from the Lord to go out and share this informa-
tion with others. I could not understand why the Church had 
not made people aware of this information which really helped 
restore my faith in the Scriptures.

Understanding the foundational nature of the Book of 
Genesis to all Christian doctrine was a real awakening. This 
book is the result of a series of messages developed so that 
Christians could understand the significance and relevance 
of Genesis and the real nature of the creation/evolution issue. 
Over and over again, people have come and said that they had 
never realized the importance of Genesis — in fact, for many 
of them it meant a complete revival of their faith. It is grati-
fying to know that many of these people are still committed 
supporters of the creation ministries.

This book deals with the relevance of a literal Genesis. I 
pray that it will challenge the mind and heart in pastor, layper-
son, scholar, and student alike.
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Chapter 1

 

CHRISTIANITY
IS UNDER

ATTACK
 

AFTER A LECTURE, a young man approached me — “What 
you said . . . it’s suddenly like a light bulb lighting up in my 
head!” A young lady standing nearby stated, “I realized today 
that my understanding of  Christianity was like starting in 
the middle of a movie — you took me back to the beginning 
— now I understand what it is all about.” A middle-aged man 
approached, “This information is like a key. It not only unlocks 
the reason as to why we have problems in society today — it’s 
the key to knowing how to be much more effective in witness-
ing for Jesus Christ. . . . Thank you.”

These are challenging days. On the whole, society is becom-
ing more anti-Christian. We are seeing steady increases in homo-
sexuality, support for abortion on demand, unwillingness to obey 
authorities, unwillingness to work, marriage being abandoned, 
clothing being abandoned, an increase in pornography, and an 
increase in lawlessness, to name but a few areas. Christians are 
fighting for their freedom even in so-called “Christian” nations.

What has happened in society to bring about these changes? 
Why is it that many people are cynical when you talk about 
Christ and seem to be closed to the gospel? There must be some 
foundational reason for this change. In this book we will discover
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the basic reasons why modern society has turned away from 
Christ. More importantly, a biblical (and hence, successful) way 
to reclaim lives for our Saviour will be outlined for you.

Years ago, our society was based on Christian absolutes. 
People knew what was right and what was wrong. Behaviors 
such as sexual deviancy, easy divorce, public lawlessness, 
abortion on demand, pornography, and public nudity were 
considered to be wrong. Varying punishments for offenders 
were meted out by society. Value judgments were basically built 
on biblical principles (for example, the Ten Commandments). 
Most people accepted or respected a belief  in God.

Recently more and more people have rejected the God of the 
Bible. As belief  in God has been abandoned, people have ques-
tioned the basis of the society in which they live. For instance, if  
there is no God, then why should they obey the Ten Command-
ments? Why should anyone say that homosexuality is wrong? Why 
should women be barred from having abortions whenever they 
desire? Once people eliminated God from their consciences, they 
set about to change any laws based on Christian absolutes that 
held God as Creator (and thus owner) of everything.

Christian absolutes have been diluted or removed as the 
basis of society and replaced with a world view that says, “We do 
not have to accept that the Christian way of doing things (basing 
our world and life view on biblical principles) is the only way; 
we must tolerate all religious beliefs and ways of life.” However, 
this “tolerance” really means an intolerance of the absolutes of 
Christianity. This false idea of tolerance has subtly undermined 
Christianity, and most Christians have not recognized what was 
really happening. Many Christians have been deceived into be-
lieving they have no right to impose their views on society. We 
are told, for instance, that anti-abortionists have no business 
impressing their particular bias on society. Have you ever heard 
anyone say this about the pro-abortion groups? The result is one 
bias being imposed on society by the pro-abortionists — legalized 
abortion on demand! No matter what you do, you cannot avoid 
the fact that a view is being imposed on someone by someone. 
There is no such thing as neutrality, although many Christians 
become ensnared in the trap of believing there is.
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It is like the many theological and Bible colleges that say, 
“We do not take a dogmatic stand on Genesis. We tolerate all 
views.” But what happens when someone comes along and says, 
“Will you allow the view that says you must take Genesis liter-
ally?” “Oh, no!” they say, “We cannot allow that view because we 
tolerate all views!” In reality, they have taken a dogmatic stand 
to teach a dogmatic view to their students — a view that you do 
not have to take Genesis literally if  you do not want to do so.

At one lecture I gave, a person said in an angry tone, “This is 
not fair. You are insisting that we take Genesis literally, that God 
actually took six days, that evolution is not true, and that there 
really was a worldwide flood. You are being intolerant of other 
people’s views. You must show tolerance for people such as I who 
believe God used evolution and that Genesis is only symbolic.”

I then asked, “Well, what do you want me to do?”
The person replied, “You must allow other views and be 

tolerant of opinions different to yours.”
“Well,” I said, “My view is that the literal interpretation 

of Genesis is the right view. All other views concerning Genesis 
are wrong. Will you tolerate my view?”

The person looked shocked, and he hesitated. I could 
almost hear him thinking, If I say yes, then I’ve allowed him to 
say you can’t have another view such as mine; if I say no, then 
I’ve obviously been intolerant of his view — what do I do? He 
then looked at me and said, “That’s semantics!” What he really 
meant was that he had lost the argument and did not want to 
admit his intolerance of my position. The fact is, he had taken 
a dogmatic, closed-minded position.

Occasionally people are upset when dogmatic statements 
are made. They say, “You cannot be dogmatic like that.” This 
in itself  is a dogmatic statement. Many think that some people 
are dogmatic and others are not. It is not a matter of whether 
you are dogmatic or not, but of which dogma is the best dogma 
with which to be dogmatized!

At one time, a group called “Toleration” began. They were 
insisting on a tolerance of all religious ways, beliefs, and customs. 
They said that we had to stop intolerance in society. In their 
promotional leaflet explaining their viewpoint, it was interesting
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that they listed all the things they were against. And most of the 
things of which they were intolerant were related to Christian-
ity. What they really meant was that they wanted a tolerance 
of anything in society, except Christianity!

The idea of open-mindedness comes from the notion that there 
is no such thing as absolute truth, or that truth cannot be absolutely 
known. Some say, “There are no absolutes.” Ironically, this premise 
has become their one absolute. Such ideas are derived from an 
anti-biblical philosophy which holds that everything is relative.

Christian absolutes — those truths and standards of Scrip-
ture which cannot be altered — are becoming less and less toler-
ated in society. Eventually this must result in the outlawing of 
Christianity. When Christian absolutes were the basis of society, 
immoral activities such as homosexual or lesbian lifestyles and 
pornography were outlawed. There has been a fundamental shift. 
Our society is now based on a relative morality: that is, a person 
can do what he likes and is answerable to no one but himself  
as long as the majority of people can be persuaded that their 
interests are not being threatened. This results in society’s being 
told that no one can say anything against those who choose to 
be sexual deviants, go naked publicly, or do whatever they want 
(within the limits of the law, which is also changing to become 
more “tolerant” of people’s actions).

God’s absolutes dictate that there are rules by which we 
must abide. Christianity cannot co-exist in a world community 
with relative morality as its basis. One or the other will yield. 
There are two world views with two totally different belief  sys-
tems clashing in our society. The real war being waged is a great 
spiritual war. Sadly, today many Christians fail to win the war 
because they fail to recognize the nature of the battle.

It is my contention that this spiritual conflict is rooted in 
the issue of origins (creation/evolution). Although the thought 
may sound strange or new to the reader, biblically and logically 
this issue is central in the battle for men’s souls.

Most people have the wrong idea about what the creation/
evolution question involves. Instead of perceiving the real issue, 
they have been deceived into believing that evolution is science. 
It is not a science at all (refer to chapter 2). It is a belief  system 
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about the past. We do not have access to the past. We only have 
the present. All the fossils, all the living animals and plants, 
our planet, the universe — everything exists in the present. We 
cannot directly test the past using the scientific method (which 
involves repeating things and watching them happen) since all 
evidence that we have is in the present.

It is important to understand that special creation, by 
definition, is also a belief  about the past. The difference is that 
creationists base their understanding of creation upon a book 
which claims to be the Word of the One who was there, who 
knows everything there is to know about everything, and who 
tells us what happened. Evolution comes from the words of 
men who were not there and who do not claim to be omniscient. 
This whole issue revolves around whether we believe the words 
of God who was there, or the words of fallible humans (no 
matter how qualified) who were not there.

It is astonishing in this so-called “scientific age” that so few 
people know what science really is or how it works. Many think of 
scientists as unbiased people in white laboratory coats objectively 
searching for the truth. However, scientists come in two basic 
forms, male and female, and they are just like you and me. They  
have beliefs and biases. A bias determines what you do with the 
evidence, especially the way in which you decide that certain evi-
dence is more relevant or important than other evidence. Scientists 
are not objective truth seekers; they are not neutral.

Many people misunderstand bias, thinking that some in-
dividuals are biased and some are not. Consider an atheist, for 
example. Such a person believes there is no God. Can atheists 
entertain the question, “Did God create?” The answer is, “No.” 
As soon as they even allow it as a question, they are no longer 
atheists. So, to an atheist scientist looking at the fossils and the 
world around him, it would not matter what evidence he were 
to find. It could have nothing to do with biblical events, such as 
Noah’s flood. Even if  he found a big boat on the top of Mount 
Ararat he could never allow that evidence to support the claims 
of the Bible regarding Noah’s ark. As soon as he did, he would 
have abandoned his atheistic religious framework. An atheist is 
one hundred percent biased. This should be kept in mind whenever
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one reads a textbook or sees a television program produced 
by an atheist.

I have seen many examples of bias exhibited in various 
ways. I was on a talk-back radio show in Denver, Colorado, 
and the radio announcer said I had seven minutes to give the 
evidence for creation. He would just sit back and listen. So I 
went into detail about what the Bible says concerning Noah’s 
flood, the Tower of Babel, and other related topics. I explained 
how evidence from various cultures and from the fossil record 
supported what the Bible said. Various other aspects of creation 
were explored to demonstrate the truth of the Bible. At the end 
of the seven minutes the announcer made this comment on the 
air, “Well, I didn’t hear any evidence for creation at all; so much 
for that!” Of course, what he meant was that he was not prepared 
to accept the evidence that I had given him because he wanted 
to hold on to his own bias — agnosticism. An agnostic is one 
hundred percent biased. He believes one cannot know anything 
for sure, so, no matter how much evidence he hears, he can still 
say, “I do not know.” As soon as he knows, he has stopped be-
ing an agnostic. From a biblical perspective, Romans 1 teaches 
that the evidence for creation is all around us and, therefore, 
anyone who does not believe in the Creator and Saviour is con-
demned. It is also important to recognize that one does not have 
to see the Creator to recognize the fact of special creation. Just 
because one cannot see the architect and builder who designed 
and constructed a house does not mean that there was not an 
intelligent designer behind it.

But what about a revelationist, that is, a person who believes 
that the God of history has revealed the truth about himself  by 
means of a book? ( A book which claims over three thousand 
times to be the Word of God.) Can such a person consider the 
opposite question, that God did not create? No! Because he starts 
with the premise that God is Creator and His word is true.

Atheists, agnostics and revelationists (and theists) hold to 
religious positions; and what they do with the evidence will again 
be determined by the assumptions (beliefs) of their religious posi-
tions. It is not a matter of whether one is biased or not. It is really 
a question of which bias is the best bias with which to be biased.
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Glaring examples of bias can be seen in public education 
in response to the creation ministry. The following conversation, 
which is rather typical of students in the public school system, 
shows what bias is all about. After a presentation on creation, one 
student stated, “There is no way Noah’s ark could be true — he 
couldn’t have fitted all the animals on board.” I then asked the 
student, “How many animals would he have needed to have put 
on board?” He gave the usual reply: “I don’t know, but it certainly 
couldn’t have happened.” “I then asked him how big was the ark?” 
Again he answered, “I don’t know, but he couldn’t have fitted 
the animals on board.” In other words, here is a student who did 
not know how big Noah’s ark was, or how many animals God 
would have needed to put on board, but he has already decided 
it is a fairy tale that could not have happened.

At one town a keen supporter of creation ministries told how 
he had spoken to fellow academics at a local university concerning 
Noah’s flood. They, of course, mocked and scoffed at the idea. He 
then mentioned that someday someone may find Noah’s ark on 
Mount Ararat. One fellow academic turned to him and said that 
even if  they found a big boat that looked like Noah’s ark on the 
top of Mount Ararat and dragged it to the main street of the city, 
he would still refuse to believe it. His bias was showing.

There have been many occasions where I have been able 
to give a convincing and logical presentation to the students. 
Many of them then looked to their teachers to try to make 
some point that could demonstrate where I was wrong. It is 
easy to read the expressions on the students’ faces. They are 
saying that this all sounds convincing but surely there must 
be something wrong with it because they really do not want 
to believe that the Bible is true. A teacher may respond by 
asking a question that sounds to the student as if  the teacher 
has proven me wrong. In the students’ eyes there is no way 
that I would be able to answer the question. Often students 
spontaneously break into applause (their way of  rejoicing 
over what they think is my demise). However, it is interesting 
to watch their faces and see their jaws drop when I am able 
to give a reasonable answer to the question — they are back 
where they started. It is sad to see that, for many of them, they 
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have already made up their minds and decided they really do 
not want to believe the Bible.

I am often asked how people change their biases. This is a 
good question. As a Christian, the only way I can answer is to 
say that in this area it has to be a work of the Holy Spirit. The 
Bible teaches that we either walk in the light or in darkness (Acts 
26:18), gather or scatter, are for Christ or against Him (Matt. 
12:30). The Bible clearly declares that no person is neutral and 
that each one does have a bias. Since it is the Holy Spirit who 
convicts and convinces people of the truth, it is only through 
the work of the Holy Spirit that our biases can change. As 
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Christians, our job is to bring the Word of God to people in a 
clear and gracious way, and pray that the Spirit might use our 
words to open hearts and minds to Christ. I believe Christians 
understand bias better than others. All Christians were once lost 
sinners biased against God. They have seen how Jesus Christ 
can change their bias as He transforms their lives through the 
power of His Spirit.

One of the reasons why creationists have such difficulty in 
talking to certain evolutionists is because of the way bias has 
affected the way they hear what we are saying. They already 
have preconceived ideas about what we do and do not believe. 
They have prejudices about what they want to understand in 
regard to our scientific qualifications, and so on.

There are many examples of evolutionists who have to-
tally misunderstood or misinterpreted what creationists are 
saying. They hear us through their “evolutionary ears,” not 
comprehending in the slightest the perspective from which we 
are coming. As creationists, we understand that God created 
a perfect world, man fell into sin, the world was cursed, God 
sent Noah’s flood as judgment, and Jesus Christ came to die 
and be raised from the dead to restore all things. In other 
words, our message is one of creation, Fall, and redemp-
tion. However, because evolutionists are used to thinking 
in “uniformitarian” terms (i.e., basically the world we see 
today — the world of death and struggle — has gone on for 
millions of years), they do not understand this creationist 
perspective of history.

An interesting example came when Dr. Gary Parker was 
debating a professor from LaTrobe University in Victoria, 
Australia. One of the evolutionist’s “refutations” of creation 
centered around his assertion that there were too many im-
perfections in the world to have been made by a Creator. This 
particular evolutionist would not understand, even after it 
was clearly presented, that the world we are looking at today 
is not the same world that God created because of the effects 
of the Fall and flood. To understand the creation/evolution is-
sue correctly, one must have a complete understanding of the 
beliefs adhered to by both creationists and evolutionists.
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In another example, an evolutionist biologist said that if  
God made all the animals during the fifth and sixth days of 
creation, why don’t we find parakeets and mice in the Cambrian 
strata alongside trilobites? Dr. Parker then explained that 
parakeets and mice do not live in the same environment as the 
trilobites. Dr. Parker explained to this scientist that the fossil 
record should be seen in terms of the sorting action of a world-
wide flood. Because animals and plants live in different areas, 
they would have been trapped in sediments representative of 
their particular environment. Again, we see bias causing a mis-
understanding that so many have of the creationists position.

The reader needs to be aware that, when we discuss cre-
ation/evolution, in both instances we are talking about beliefs, 
that is, religion. The controversy is not religion versus science, as 
the evolutionists try to make out. It is religion versus religion, 
the science of one religion versus the science of the other.

Evolution is a religious position that makes human opin-
ion supreme. As we shall see, its fruits (because of rejection 
of  the Creator and Lawgiver) are lawlessness, immorality, 
impurity, abortion, racism, and a mocking of God. Creation 
is a religious position based on the Word of God, and its fruits 
(through God’s Spirit) are love, joy, peace, patience, kind-
ness, goodness, faithfulness, gentleness, and self-control. The 
creation/evolution issue (is God Creator?) is the crux of the 
problems in our society today. It is the fundamental issue with 
which Christians must come to grips. The creation/evolution 
issue is where the battle really rages.
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Chapter 2

EVOLUTION
IS RELIGION

The term “evolutionist” is used extensively throughout 
the following chapters. In other parts of this book, we will discuss 
the ideas of Christians who try to marry the concepts of evolution 
and the Bible. However, because the majority of evolutionists 
are not Christians, I wish the reader to understand that the term 
“evolutionist” is used to mean those who believe that evolution 
— in the sense of time, chance, and struggle for survival — rather 
than the God of the Bible is responsible for life.

The Autumn 1985 (Vol. 2, No. 5) issue of The Southern 
Skeptic (the official journal of the South Australian branch of 
the American Skeptics, whose aims are similar to American 
humanist groups), devoted its entire 30 pages to an attack on 
the creation science ministry in Australia and the United States. 
On the last page we read the following: “Even if  all the evidence 
ended up supporting whichever scientific theories best fitted 
Genesis, this would only show how clever the old Hebrews 
were in their use of common sense, or how lucky. It does not 
need to be explained by an unobservable God.” These people 
who vehemently attack the creation ministry in saying we are 
a religious group are themselves a religious group. They have 
really said that even if  all the evidence supported the Book 
of Genesis they still would not believe it was an authoritative 
document. They are working from the premise that the Bible is 
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not the Word of God, nor can it ever be. They believe, no matter 
what the evidence, that there is no God. These same people are 
most adamant that evolution is a fact.

Evolution is basically a religious philosophy. We in cre-
ation ministries are explaining to people that both creation 
and evolution are religious views of life upon which people 
build their particular models of philosophy, science, or history. 
The issue, therefore, is not science versus religion, but religion 
versus religion (the science of one religion versus the science 
of another religion).

The famous evolutionist Theodosius Dobzhansky quotes 
Pierre Teihard de Chardin: “Evolution is a light which illu-
minates all facts, a trajectory which all lines of thought must 
follow.”1 To the Christian, of course, this is a direct denial of 
the sayings of Jesus as quoted in John 8:12: “I am the light of 
the world: he that followeth me shall not walk in darkness, but 
shall have the light of life.” In Isaiah 2:5 we are exhorted to 
“walk in the light of the Lord.” In verse 22 of the same chapter 
we read, “Cease ye from [trusting] man.”

It does not take much effort to demonstrate that evolution 
is not science but religion. Science, of course, involves observa-
tion, using one or more of our five senses (taste, sight, smell, 
hearing, touch) to gain knowledge about the world, and to be 
able to repeat the observations. Naturally, one can only observe 
what exists in the present. It is an easy task to understand that 
no scientist was present over the suggested millions of years to 
witness the supposed evolutionary progression of life from the 
simple to the complex. No living scientist was there to observe 
the first life forming in some primeval sea. No living scientist 
was there to observe the big bang that is supposed to have oc-
curred 10 or 20 billion years ago, nor the supposed formation 
of the earth 4.5 billion years ago (or even 10,000 years ago!). No 
scientist was there — no human witness was there to see these 
events occurring. They certainly cannot be repeated today.

All the evidence a scientist has exists only in the present. 
All the fossils, the living animals and plants, the world, the 
universe — in fact, everything — exists now, in the present. 
The average person (including most students) is not taught 
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that scientists have only the present and cannot deal directly 
with the past. Evolution is a belief  system about the past based 
on the words of men who were not there, but who are trying 
to explain how all the evidence of the present (that is, fossils, 
animals, and plants, etc.) originated.

Webster’s Dictionary defines religion as follows: “Cause, 
principle or system of beliefs held to with ardor and faith.” 
Surely, this is an apt description of evolution. Evolution is a 
belief  system — a religion!

It only takes common sense to understand that one does 
not dig up an “age of the dinosaurs” supposedly existing 70–200 
million years ago. One digs up dead dinosaurs that exist now, 
not millions of years ago. Fossil bones do not come with little 
labels attached telling you how old they are. Nor do fossils have 
photographs with them telling you what the animals looked 
like as they roamed the earth long ago.

When people visit a museum they are confronted by bits 
and pieces of bones and other fossils neatly arranged in glass 
cases. These are often accompanied by pictures representing 
an artist’s impression of  what the animals and plants could 
have looked like in their natural environment. Remember, no 
one dug up the picture, just the fossils. And these fossils exist 
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in the present. For example, in Tasmania there is a sandstone 
bed containing millions of pieces of bones, most of which are 
no larger than the end of your thumb. The evolutionists have 
placed a picture at one particular excavation so that tourists can 
see how the animals and plants lived in the region “millions of 
years ago.” You can stare at those pieces of bones for as long 
as you like, but you will never see the picture the scientists have 
drawn. The picture is their story of their own preconceived bias, 
and that, ultimately, is all it ever can be.

When lecturing in schools and colleges, I like to ask the stu-
dents what can be learned from a fossil deposit. I ask the students 
whether all the animals and plants contained in the deposits lived 
together, died together, or were buried together. I then warn them 
to make sure that the answer they give me is consistent with true 
scientific research. As they think about it, they come to realize 
that they do not know if  the organisms lived together because 
they did not see it happen. They do not know if  the organisms 
died together because they did not see that happen either. All they 
really know is that they are buried together because they were 
found together. Therefore, if  you try reconstructing the environ-
ment in which the organisms lived just from what you find there, 
you could be making a terrible mistake. The correct use of science 
needs to be emphasized in our educational system.

The only way anyone could always be sure of arriving at 
the right conclusion about anything, including origins, depends 
upon his knowing everything there is to know. Unless he knew 
that every bit of evidence was available, he would never really 
be sure that any of his conclusions were right. He would never 
know what further evidence there might be to discover and, 
therefore, whether this would change his conclusions. Neither 
could a person ever know if  he had reached the point where 
he had all the evidence. This is a real problem for any human 
being — how can anyone ever be one hundred percent sure 
about anything? It is something of a dilemma, is it not? It is like 
watching a murder mystery on television. What happens? It is 
obvious. Halfway through, the viewer knows who did it — the 
butler. Towards the end, this conclusion is still obvious. Three 
minutes before the end, new evidence is admitted that you did 
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not have before, and this totally changes your conclusions. It 
wasn’t the butler, after all!

However, starting with the irrefutable evidence of  the 
Scriptures, we are told that in God the Father and His Christ 
“. . . are hid all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge” (Col. 
2:3). There is no way any human mind can know all there is to 
know. But we have someone who does. This ends our dilemma. 
We are in no doubt that what God has revealed in His Word is 
truthful and accurate. He is not a man that He should lie (Num. 
23:19) about anything. In time, we will know more fully. He will 
add to our knowledge, but He will not change what His Word 
has already revealed.

No human being, no scientist, has all the evidence. That 
is why scientific theories change continuously. As scientists 
continue to learn new things, they change their conclusions.

The story has been told of a person who went back to his 
university professor many years after completing his degree in 
economics. He asked to look at the test questions they were 
now using. He was surprised to see that they were virtually 
the same questions he was asked when he was a student. The 
lecturer then said that although the questions were the same, 
the answers were entirely different!

I once debated with a geology professor from an Ameri-
can university on a radio program. He said that evolution was 
real science because evolutionists were prepared to continually 
change their theories as they found new data. He said that cre-
ation was not science because a creationists’ views were set by 
the Bible and, therefore, were not subject to change.

I answered, “The reason scientific theories change is be-
cause we don’t know everything, isn’t it? We don’t have all the 
evidence.”

“Yes, that’s right,” he said.
I replied, “But, we will never know everything.”
“That’s true,” he answered.
I then stated, “We will always continue to find new 

evidence.”
“Quite correct,” he said.
I replied, “That means we can’t be sure about anything.”
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“Right,” he said.
“That means we can’t be sure about evolution.”
“Oh, no! Evolution is a fact,” he blurted out.
He was caught by his own logic. He was demonstrating 

how his view was determined by his bias.
Models of  science are subject to change for both cre-

ationists and evolutionists. But, the beliefs that these models 
are built on are not. The problem is that most scientists do not 
realize that it is the belief  (or religion) of evolution that is the 
basis for the scientific models (the interpretations, or stories) 
used to attempt an explanation of the present. Evolutionists 
are not prepared to change their actual belief  that all life can 
be explained by natural processes and that no God is involved 
(or even needed). Evolution is the religion to which they are 
committed. Christians need to wake up to this. Evolution is a 
religion; it is not science!
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Chapter 3

CREATION
IS RELIGION

Biblical creation is the religion upon which Creator-
honoring science is built (often called scientific creation). It 
is based on the Word (the Bible) of the One who claims that 
He was there in the past (who is, in fact, outside of time). He 
moved men by His Spirit to write His words so that we would 
have an adequate basis for finding out and understanding all 
we need to know about God’s creation.

We need to define in detail what we mean by the creation-
ist view. This consists of basically a threefold view of history 
— a perfect creation, corrupted by sin, to be restored by Jesus 
Christ. A summary of these concepts is as follows:

1. In six days God created the heavens, the earth, and all 
that is in them from nothing — each part is designed to work 
with all the others in perfect harmony. When God completed 
his work of creation, He called it all “very good.” There was 
no death. People and animals were all vegetarian, and the earth 
appears to have had a mild climate from pole to pole, an ideal 
underground nutrientrich watering system, and no storms.

2. However, we no longer live in the world God originally 
created. Because our first parents placed human opinion above 
God’s Word (as we continue to do), struggle and death entered 
the world, and God cursed the creation. Charles Darwin called 
this struggle to the death “natural selection” and offered his 
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theory as a substitute for the Creator. Evolutionists later added 
accidental changes in heredity (mutations) to their theory. But 
death and accident do not create: instead they bring disease, 
defects, and decay into the world God created.

After mankind’s sin and rebellion (the Fall) the earth be-
came so filled with violence and corruption that God destroyed 
that world with a flood and gave it a fresh start with Noah, his 
family, and the animals in the ark. Fossils — billions of dead 
things buried in rock layers which were laid down by water all 
over the earth — remind us of God’s judgment on sin.

3. After the flood, we find that the earth is again filled 
with violence, corruption, and death because of human sin 
putting man’s opinion above God’s Word. Christ came to heal 
and restore, and by his death and resurrection, He conquered 
death. We may be born again into eternal life as new creations 
in Christ. Thus, as surely as God created the world and judged 
the world with the flood, our ungodly world will be destroyed by 
fire. For those who trust in Jesus, however, there awaits eternal 
life in the new heavens and new earth. There will be no more 
corruption because God’s curse will have been removed.

The Bible claims that God knows everything. He has all 
knowledge. If this is true, then the Bible is the word of someone 
who knows everything there is to know. If  we want to come to 
right conclusions about anything, the only sure way would be 
to start with the word of the One who has absolute knowledge. 
We Christians must build all of our thinking in every area on the 
Bible. We must start with God’s Word, not the word of finite, fal-
lible man. We must judge what people say on the basis of what 
God’s Word says — not the other way around.

At one seminar, I stated that we must build all of our think-
ing upon God’s Word. That must be our starting point. One 
minister, in a rather irate manner, made the comment that he 
should be able to go to the Bible to find out how to fix his car. 
Obviously, he did not understand that the principles that govern 
our thinking in every area must come from the Scriptures. These 
principles are immutable. The Bible certainly does not contain 
the details on how to fix a car. On the other hand, modern sci-
ence, which enabled the development of the car, arose when 
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people began to base their science upon the Bible. Therefore, 
this machine runs according to the laws which God made. We 
should be able to investigate these laws which God made and 
apply them in different areas. No informed evolutionist would 
question the fact that modern science arose from a biblical 
foundation. In other words, what we believe and how we think 
depends upon the basis with which we start. The Bible contains 
the very foundational principles and details necessary to develop 
correct thinking in every area.

Unfortunately, too many people have started with the word 
of men and then judged what the Bible states. What an arrogant 
position this is! We cannot tell God what He should say. We must 
be prepared to come totally under His authority and listen to 
what He says to us. Yes, creation is religion, but it is based on 
revelation from the all-knowing Creator. Evolution is religion, 
but it is not based on revelation from God. Instead it is based 
on the words of men who were not there — men who (by their 
own admission) do not know everything. And these men, the 
Bible informs us, are biased against God and His Word.
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If the Bible is not the infallible word of the One who knows 
everything, then we have exactly nothing. We can never be sure 
about anything. What then is truth: my word, your word, or 
someone else’s word? In fact, how do you determine what truth 
is or how to search for it?

I recall a seminar where a young man stated, “I can’t be-
lieve in creation. I believe in the big bang. We are just products 
of chance and random processes. There is no God. What do 
you say to that?”

I replied, “Well, if  you are a product of chance, your brain 
is also a product of chance. Therefore, the thought patterns that 
determine your logic are also products of chance. If  your logic 
is the result of chance processes, you can’t be sure it evolved 
properly. You can’t be sure you’re even asking the right ques-
tion because you can’t trust your own logic.”

He was dumbfounded. Afterwards he came up and asked 
for the best books on the subject and said he would have to 
seriously think this through. He had begun to realize that, 
without an absolute (God), he had nothing.

Christians have the Bible, which claims to be the Word of 
God. We can also take what the Bible says and see if  the evi-
dence of the present does fit. If  we take the Book of Genesis, 
which claims to be the account of our origins and history, we 
can see what it says concerning how the world was created and 
what subsequently happened. We can decide what we would 
expect to find if  the Bible is true (this is our scientific model 
relating to creation). Then we can look at the world to see if  
the evidence is there (that is, investigate the present — all the 
evidence we have — to see if  it fits with our model).

For example, we are told that God created living things 
in distinct kinds, or groups. We can postulate, therefore, that 
animals and plants should be found in kinds — the one kind 
cannot change into the other. In fact, this is exactly what we 
do find (in living as well as fossil organisms).

Genesis tells us that because of wickedness God judged 
the world with a worldwide flood. If  this is true, what sort of 
evidence would we find? We could expect that we would find 
billions of dead things (fossils) buried in rock layers, laid down 
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by water and catastrophic processes over most of the earth. 
This is exactly what we observe.

In Genesis 11 we read of events that occurred at the Tower 
of Babel. Again, we can ask the question: If  this event really 
happened, what evidence would we expect to find? Does the evi-
dence from the cultures throughout the world fit with this?

Again, the answer is overwhelmingly “Yes.” All humans can 
interbreed and produce fertile offspring — we are all the same 
kind. All humans have the same color (genetics tells us it’s differ-
ing shades of the one color). If all humans had the same ancestor, 
Noah (and ultimately Adam), then all cultures have developed 
since Noah’s flood and the division at the Tower of Babel.

Evolutionists talk about the different races of people in 
the world today. The term “races” can be used in various ways 
depending upon the definition you accept. Sadly, evolutionists 
have used the term in the sense that some groups of humans 
have not evolved as far as others. When they use the word 
“races” they are really talking about different levels of human 
beings dependent upon the point to which they have evolved. 
Due to evolutionary teaching through the educational system 
and the media, many in the general public tend to think of the 
term “races” as applied to the human race in an evolutionary 
sense. Because of this situation, it is probably better for Chris-
tians to talk about one race in regard to humans, not different 
races. “God hath made of one blood all nations of men for 
to dwell on all the face of the earth, and hath determined the 
times before appointed, and the bounds of their habitation” 
(Acts 17:26).

It is known that nearly every culture in the world has sto-
ries or legends from which one could almost write the Book of 
Genesis. Most cultures have a story about a worldwide flood 
similar to Noah’s flood. Creation legends — not dissimilar to 
the account in Genesis regarding the creation of woman, the 
entrance of death, and the original man and animals being 
vegetarian (Gen. 1:29–30) — abound in cultures around the 
world. This is powerful evidence that these stories have been 
handed down generation after generation. The true accounts 
are in the Bible, but the similarities in cultures around the 
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world are not what you would expect from the viewpoint of 
an evolutionary belief  system.

I recall being taught that the reason the Babylonians (and 
others) had stories similar to Genesis was because the Jews had 
borrowed myths of Babylonian origin to include with their 
writings. However, when this idea is closely investigated, we 
find that the Babylonian stories are rather grotesque and quite 
unbelievable in almost every aspect. For instance, Babylonian 
stories concerning the flood have gods cutting each other in half  
and water spewing out. When you read the biblical account of 
the flood, it is certainly the more reasonable. When one thinks 
about it, stories handed down generation after generation that 
are not carefully preserved — particularly if  they are handed 
down by word of mouth — do not improve with age. The truth 
is lost and the stories degenerate markedly. The biblical records 
have been handed down in written form, carefully preserved 
by the superintendency of God and have not been corrupted. 
The Babylonian stories, which only reflect the true record of 
the Bible, are the ones that have become corrupted, due to the 
limitations of human fallibility.

Thus, starting with the Bible and working from this foun-
dation, the evidence of the present should fit. And it does, con-
firming our faith that the Bible really is the Word of God. (A 
number of books that detail the scientific evidence in support 
of the Bible are listed at the end of this book.) However, this 
proves nothing scientifically, because, in relation to the past, 
nothing can be proven. Neither creation nor evolution can be 
proven scientifically.

Both creation and evolution are belief  systems that result 
in different scientific models and totally different interpretations 
of the evidence. This is not to say that the creationist will always 
have exactly the right explanation about every fact. Because the 
creationist does not have all available data, there will be many 
things that may not be able to be explained in specific terms, 
but nonetheless, all facts should fit into the framework as set 
by the biblical record.

At one church, a scientist (in a very vocal manner) stood and 
told the congregation not to believe what I had said. He informed 
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them that, as a scientist, he could show them that what had been 
said concerning Noah’s flood and creation was wrong. Science, 
in his words, had proven the Bible to be wrong. Since he had 
stated publicly that he was a Christian, I asked him if he believed 
there was a person in history called Noah. He said that he did
believe this. I asked him why. He told me that it was because 
he had read it in the Bible. I asked him if  he believed that there 
had been a worldwide flood. His answer was no. I asked him 
why he did not believe there was a worldwide flood. He then 
went on to say it was obvious from science that there could not 
have been a worldwide flood — that science had proven the 
Bible wrong. I asked him how he could trust the Bible when 
it talked about Noah if  he could not trust the Bible when it 
actually talked about Noah’s flood. I also suggested that the 
particular evidence he was using to say there could not have 
been a worldwide flood might be interpreted in other ways. 
That is, because we do not have all the evidence or know all 
the assumptions involved in many of the techniques used for 
dating the earth, etc., was it not possible that his interpretations 
could be wrong and the Bible could be right after all?

He admitted that he did not know everything and it was 
possible there were assumptions behind some of the scientific 
methods to which he was referring. This additional information 
could totally change his conclusions. He admitted this was a 
possibility, but then he went on to say that he could not believe 
the Bible in all areas (e.g., Noah’s flood) until science had proven 
it. Again, there was a problem in understanding what science 
is all about and the fact that science cannot prove anything in 
relation to the past. I accepted the Bible as the Word of God 
and therefore interpreted the evidence on that basis. He was ac-
cepting the Bible as containing the Word of God but subject to 
proof by science. Of course, if  you hold to the latter approach, 
as scientists make new discoveries and their theories change, your 
attitude towards the Bible must also continually change — you 
can never be sure of anything.

In the public school system I tried to ensure that my students 
were taught a correct understanding of science and how to think 
logically. However, when first teaching creation in the public 
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schools, my approach was different. I would show the students 
the problems with evolution and how evidence supported the 
creationist view. However, when the students went to another class 
where the teacher was an evolutionist, the teacher would just re-
interpret the evidence for them. I had been using what can be called 
an evidentialist approach — trying to use the evidence to con-
vince students that it showed evolution wrong and creation 
true.

I then changed methods and taught students the true na-
ture of science — what science can and cannot do. We looked in 
detail at the limitations that scientists have in relation to the past. 
They were told that all scientists have presuppositions (beliefs) 
which they use in interpreting the evidence. I shared with them 
my beliefs from the Bible concerning creation, the Fall, Noah’s 
flood and other topics, and how one may build scientific models 
upon this framework. It was demonstrated how the evidence 
consistently fitted with the creation framework and not within 
that of the evolutionists. I had begun teaching from what could 
be called a “presuppositionalist” approach. The difference was 
astounding. When students went to the other classes and their 
teachers tried to re-interpret the evidence, the students were 
able to identify for the teachers the assumptions behind what 
the teachers were saying. The students recognized that it was 
a teacher’s belief  system that determined the way in which he 
looked at the evidence. The question of origins was outside of 
direct scientific proof.

This so perplexed some teachers that, on one occasion, 
a young teacher came to me and abrasively stated that I had 
destroyed her credibility with the students. She had taught her 
students that coal formed in swamps over millions of years. I 
had taught the students that there were different theories as to 
how coal could be formed. Since this teacher had not indicated 
the limitation of science and had taught her swamp theory of 
coal as fact, her credibility was undermined in the eyes of the 
students. The reason she was so angry was that she had abso-
lutely no comeback and knew it. So did the students.

I would appeal to any who have the opportunity to teach in 
the area of creation/evolution to research carefully their method 
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of teaching. Ensure that the students understand the whole 
philosophical area, that is, the presuppositions and assumptions 
involved. Not only will students understand the issues better but 
they will also become better scientists and thinkers as a result.

Another existing result of this presuppositional approach 
emphasizing the limitations of science, is the questions students 
ask at the end of such a program. When using the evidentialist 
approach, the questions students asked would be on topics such 
as, “What about Carbon 14 dating?” “Haven’t scientists proved 
fossils are millions of years old?” “Surely given enough time 
anything can happen.” However, using the presuppositional ap-
proach (which brings the issues to the fundamental belief  level), 
it was exciting to see a dramatic change in the nature of questions 
asked: “Where did God come from?” “How do you know the 
Bible can be trusted and is true?” “Who wrote the Bible?” “Why 
is Christianity better than Buddhism?” The students started to 
see the real issue. It was really a conflict of beliefs. The results of 
this approach have been astounding. Many, many students have 
listened to the claims of Christ and have shown real interest in 
Christianity with a number of conversions as a result.

This method works not only for public school students but 
for Christian school students as well. It is also an important 
method for the general public. One of the things they recognize is 
that creationists and evolutionists all have the same facts. There-
fore, what we are really talking about are different interpretations 
of these same facts. They begin to see the real argument — two 
religions in conflict. Evidence is important (which is why creation-
ists do intensive research), but the method used to present the 
evidence is vital to the success of the presentation.

After I gave a lecture to a class at a Christian college in 
Kansas, using material similar to that discussed already (plus 
additional scientific evidences), a student stated in front of 
the rest of the class, “What you have said sounds logical and 
very convincing in regard to accepting Genesis as truth. But, 
you must be wrong, because my geology professor here at the 
college believes in evolution and would totally disagree with 
you. If  he were here now, I’m sure he could tell me where you 
are wrong, even if  I can’t see it at the moment.”
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I replied “Even if  your geology professor were here and 
said things I don’t understand because I’m not a geologist, if  
what he says disagrees with the Bible, then he is wrong. If  I 
can’t explain why he is wrong, it only means I don’t have the 
evidence to know the errors in his arguments. The Bible is the 
Word of God and is infallible. I’m sure I could get a creationist 
geologist to find out why your professor is wrong, because the 
Bible will always be right!”

Surely, as Christians blessed with the conviction that arises 
from the work of the Holy Spirit, we must accept the Bible as 
the infallible, authoritative Word of God — otherwise, we have 
nothing. If  the Bible is to be questioned and cannot be trusted, 
and if  it is continually subject to re-interpretation based on 
what men believe they have discovered, then we do not have an 
absolute authority. We do not have the Word of the One who 
knows everything, which means we have no basis for anything. 
Truth is spiritually discerned. Without the indwelling of the 
Holy Spirit there can be no real understanding.
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Chapter 4

THE ROOT
OF THE

PROBLEM

Why do evolutionists not want to admit that evolu-
tion is really a religion?

It is related to the fact that whatever you believe about your 
origins does affect your whole world view, the meaning of life, 
etc. If  there is no God and we are the result of chance random 
processes, it means there is no absolute authority. And if  there 
is no one who sets the rules, then everyone can do whatever 
he likes or hopes he can get away with. Evolution is a religion 
which enables people to justify writing their own rules. The sin 
of Adam was that he did not want to obey the rules God set 
but do his own will. He rebelled against God, and we all suffer 
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from this same sin: rebellion against the absolute authority. 
Evolution has become the so-called “scientific” justification 
for people to continue in this rebellion against God.

The Bible tells us in the Book of Genesis that there is a true 
and reliable account of the origin and early history of life on 
earth. Increasing numbers of scientists are realizing that when 
you take the Bible as your basis and build your models of science 
and history upon it, all the evidence from the living animals and 
plants, the fossils, and the cultures fits. This confirms that the 
Bible really is the Word of God and can be trusted totally.

The secular humanists, of course, oppose this because they 
cannot allow the possibility of God being Creator. They fight to 
have prayer, Bible readings, and the teaching of creation forced 
out of the public school curriculum. They have deceived the 
public into thinking this is eliminating religion from schools 
and leaving a neutral situation. This is simply not true! They 
haven’t eliminated religion from the public school. They have 
eliminated Christianity and have replaced it with an anti-God 
religion — humanism.

Most public schools have become institutions that train 
generations of school children in the religion of humanism. There 
is a minority of Christian teachers in the public school move-
ment who do try to be the “salt of the earth” in such institutions. 
However, it is becoming increasingly difficult for them. There are 
quite a number of Christian teachers who hide their light under 
a bushel — frightened of being consistent Christians in such a 
pagan environment. Some teachers have been threatened with 
termination of their employment if  they are seen to be giving a 
Christian philosophy in the educational system.

We see extreme emotionalism in reaction to the creation 
ministries around the world because the evolutionists’ religion 
is being attacked by a totally different belief  system. This emo-
tionalism can be seen in the way in which the anti-creationists 
talk about the issue. For instance, consider the quote from Dr. 
Michael Archer (Senior Lecturer in Zoology at the University 
of New South Wales) in Australian Natural History, Vol. 21, 
No. 1: “Scientific Creationism is not just wrong; it is ludicrously 
implausible. It is a grotesque parody of human thought and 
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a downright misuse of human intelligence. In short, to the 
Believer, it is an insult to God.”

The real battle is aligned with the fact that these people do 
not want to accept Christianity because they will not accept that 
there is a God to whom they are answerable. Perhaps this is why 
one evolutionist lecturer said: “You will never convince me that 
evolution is religion.” In other words, no matter what we were able 
to show him concerning the nature of evolution, he refused to ac-
cept that it was a religion. He did not want to accept that he had 
a faith because then he would have to admit it was a blind faith. 
And he would not be able to say that it was the right faith.

The public has genuinely been misled into thinking that 
evolution is only scientific and belief  in God is only religious. 
Evolution is causing many people to stumble and not listen 
when Christians share with them the truth of the God of cre-
ation. You will notice in humanist opposition (through debates, 
the media, books, etc.) to the creation ministries that they very 
rarely identify any evidence for evolution. The main reason is, 
of course, that there is none.

Walk into a museum and have a look at all of the “evi-
dence” for evolution on display. Different kinds of animals and 
plants are represented by carefully preserved specimens or by 
large numbers of fossils. You will see the story of evolution in 
words — but not in the evidence you see. The evidence is in the 
glass case. The hypothetical story of evolution can only be seen 
pasted on the glass case.

All the evolutionists have to do is to come up with one 
piece of evidence that proves evolution. If  evolution is right 
and creation is nonsense, evolutionists have the media at their 
disposal to prove to everyone that evolution is true. However, 
they cannot do this. The evidence overwhelmingly supports 
exactly what the Bible says. It is a shame that creationists do 
not have the same media coverage to explain to the world the 
overwhelming evidence for the truth of creation.

Let’s face it, secular evolutionists must oppose creation 
ministries because, if  what we are saying is right (and it is) — that 
God is Creator — then their whole philosophy is destroyed. The 
basis for their philosophy decrees there is no God. If  evolution 
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is not true, the only alternative is creation. That is why they will 
cling to the evolutionary philosophy even if  the evidence is 
totally contradictory. It is really a spiritual question.

Some may say that if  the evidence is so overwhelming that 
God created, surely people would believe this. In Romans 1:20 
we read, “For the invisible things of him from the creation of 
the world are clearly seen, being understood by the things that 
are made, even his eternal power and Godhead; so that they 
are without excuse.”
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The Bible tells us that there is enough evidence in the world 
to convince people that God is Creator, and to condemn those 
who do not believe. If  that is so, and the evidence is all there, 
why don’t people believe it? Is it because they do not want to 
believe it? The apostle Peter states that in the last days men will 
deliberately forget that God created the world (2 Pet. 3:5). This 
means there is a willfulness on their part not to believe.

The Bible also tells us that, “There is none that understan-
deth, there is none that seeketh after God” (Rom. 3:11) and 
“For God, who commanded the light to shine out of darkness, 
hath shined in our hearts, to give the light of the knowledge of 
the glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ.” (2 Cor. 4:6). In 
other words, it is God who opens our hearts to the truth. When 
we think of the story of the pharaoh who would not let God’s 
people leave Egypt, the Bible says, “But the Lord hardened 
Pharaoh’s heart, and he would not let them go” (Exod. 10:27). 
This idea is also recorded in Exodus 7:14: “Pharaoh’s heart is 
hardened, he refuseth to let the people go.”

In the New Testament we read that Jesus taught the Phari-
sees and scribes in parables saying: “And in them is fulfilled 
the prophecy of Isaiah, which saith, by hearing ye shall hear, 
and shall not understand; and seeing ye shall see, and shall not 
perceive: for this people’s heart is waxed gross, and their ears are 
dull of hearing, and their eyes they have closed; lest at any time 
they should see with their eyes, and hear with their ears, and 
should understand with their heart, and should be converted, 
and I should heal them” (Matt. 13:14–15).

Romans 1:28 tells us, “And even as they did not like to re-
tain God in their knowledge, God gave them over to a reprobate 
mind, to do those things which are not convenient.”

Thus, it is God who lets us see the truth — lets us see that 
the evidence is all there — that He is Creator. However, in a 
very real sense, there has to be a willingness on our part to 
want to see as well. Why can’t the humanists, the evolutionists, 
see that all the evidence supports exactly what the Bible says? 
It is because they do not want to see it. It is not because the 
evidence is not there. They refuse to allow the evidence to be 
correctly interpreted in the light of biblical teaching.
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In Isaiah 50:10 we read, “Who is among you that feareth 
the Lord, that obeyeth the voice of his servant, that walketh in 
darkness, and hath no light? Let him trust in the name of the 
Lord, and stay upon his God.”

It is my prayer that those who oppose the Creator God 
will come to trust in Him as Lord and Saviour. When we read 
the rest of Isaiah 50, it should make each of us pray more for 
humanists and evolutionists who want to walk in their own 
light — in the light of man: “Behold, all ye that kindle a fire, 
that compass yourselves about with sparks: walk in the light of 
your fire, and in the sparks that ye have kindled. This shall ye 
have of mine hand; ye shall lie down in sorrow” (Isa. 50:11).

We do not want this to be the fate of any human being. As 
the Lord says in His Word, it is not His desire that any should 
perish. However, God (who is a God of love) is also the God 
who is judge, and He cannot look upon sin. Therefore, sin must 
be judged for what it is. However, God in His infinite mercy 
sent His only begotten Son, “For God so loved the world, that 
he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him 
should not perish, but have everlasting life” (John 3:16).

“In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with 
God, and the Word was God. The same was in the beginning 
with God. All things were made by him; and without him was 
not any thing made that was made. In him was life; and the life 
was the light of men” (John 1:1–4).
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Chapter 5

CRUMBLING 
FOUNDATIONS

Evolution has been popularized and presented as 
scientific truth, and many Christians have added evolutionary 
belief  to their biblical belief  in God as Creator. Thus, while 
many Christians acknowledge that God created, they believe He 
used the process of evolution to bring all things into being. This 
is usually called “theistic evolution.” Widespread confusion has 
resulted, causing many to question the plain statements of the 
Bible. Christians are no longer sure of what is truth and what 
is not. Too many Christians have not realized the foundational 
importance of the creation/evolution issue.

As already indicated, there is a connection between 
origins and issues affecting society such as marriage, clothing, 
abortion, sexual deviancy, parental authority, etc. How do we 
know what our beliefs should be in relation to these matters? 
Christians need to look deeply into the reasons why they be-
lieve as they do.

To begin to understand this, we must first consider the 
relevance of creation in Genesis. In John 5:46–47 we read of 
Jesus’ word, “For had ye believed Moses, ye would have believed 
Me: for he wrote of Me. But if  ye believe not his writings, how 
shall ye believe My words?” Then in Luke, Jesus, speaking in a 
parable, quotes Abraham as saying, “If  they hear not Moses 
and the prophets neither will they be persuaded, though one 
rose from the dead” (Luke 16:31).
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Both references underline the paramount importance 
placed on the writings of Moses, beginning with Genesis. In 
Luke 24:44 Jesus referred to the “Law of Moses” in an obvious 
reference to the five books of the Law (the Pentateuch), which 
includes Genesis, accepting Moses as author. In Acts 28:23, 
we read that Paul, in Rome, preached unto them Jesus from 
Moses and the prophets. These are all references to the writings 
of Moses. And, there is one book of Moses that is referred to 
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more often in the rest of the Bible than any other book. That 
book is Genesis. But in theological and Bible colleges, in Chris-
tian and non-Christian circles, which book of the Bible is the 
most attacked, mocked, scoffed at, thrown out, allegorized and 
mythologized? The Book of Genesis! The very writings that are 
quoted from more than any other are the ones most attacked, 
disbelieved, or ignored. Why is that so?

FOUNDATIONS UNDER ATTACK
Psalm 11:3 asks, “If  the foundations be destroyed, what 

can the righteous do?”
It is important to understand the relationship that the 

Psalmist is making. Society depends on moral foundations. 
By a mutual agreement which has sometimes been called a 
“social contract,” man, in an ordered and civilized society, sets 
limits to his own conduct. However, when such obligations are 
repudiated and the law collapses along with the order it brings, 
what option has the man who seeks peace? The Psalmist is 
looking at the fact that whenever the foundations of society 
are undermined, then what have good and righteous men done 
to prevent its impending collapse?

Some quite correctly quoted Scriptures in saying that Jesus 
Christ is the foundation and He cannot be destroyed. In the 
context in which this verse from Psalm 11 is used, we are talk-
ing about the foundational knowledge upon which our moral 
framework is built. The foundational knowledge of Jesus Christ 
as Creator can be removed in people’s thinking, whether they 
are from Australia, America, England, or any other society. 
This action does not mean that Jesus Christ is not Creator, 
nor does it mean that He has been dethroned. However, it does 
mean that in those nations that abandon this foundational basis, 
the whole fabric of society will suffer the consequences.

If  you destroy the foundations of anything, the structure 
will collapse. If  you want to destroy any building, you are guar-
anteed early success if  you destroy the foundations.

Likewise, if  one wants to destroy Christianity, then destroy 
the foundations established in the Book of Genesis. Is it any won-
der that Satan is attacking Genesis more than any other book?
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The biblical doctrine of origins, as contained in the Book 
of Genesis, is foundational to all other doctrines of Scripture. 
Refute or undermine in any way the biblical doctrine of origins, 
and the rest of the Bible is compromised. Every single biblical 
doctrine of theology, directly or indirectly, ultimately has its basis 
in the Book of Genesis.

Therefore, if  you do not have a believing understanding of 
that book, you cannot hope to attain full comprehension of what 
Christianity is all about. If  we want to understand the meaning 
of anything, we must understand its origins — its basis.

Genesis is the only book that provides an account of 
the origin of all the basic entities of life and the universe: the 
origin of life, of man, of government, of marriage, of culture, 
of nations, of death, of the chosen people, of sin, of diet and 
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clothes, of the solar system . . . the list is almost endless. The 
meaning of all these things is dependent on their origin. In the 
same way, the meaning and purpose of the Christian gospel 
depends on the origin of the problem for which the Saviour’s 
death was, and is, the solution.

How would you answer the following questions? Imagine 
someone coming up to you and saying, “Hey, Christian, do you 
believe in marriage? Do you believe it means one man for one 
woman for life? If  so, why?” Now, the average Christian would 
say that he or she believes in marriage because it is somewhere 
in the Bible, Paul said something about it, that adultery is sin 
and there are some laws laid down about it.

If  you are not a Christian, consider these questions: Are 
you married? Why? Why not just live with someone without 
bothering to marry? Do you believe marriage is one man for 
one woman for life? Why not six wives? Or six husbands?

What happens if  your son comes home and says, “Dad, I 
am going to marry Bill tomorrow.”

Would you say, “You can’t do that, son! It’s just not 
done!”

What if  your son replied, “Yes it is, Dad. There are even 
churches that will marry us.” If  you are not a Christian, what 
will you say to your son? Can you have any basis, any justifica-
tion, for insisting that he should not have a homosexual lifestyle 
if  he wants to?

When attempting to justify why they do or do not have 
a particular belief, many people today often have many opin-
ions rather than reasons. It is sometimes interesting to watch 
interviews on television news programs. I recall one program 
on Australian television in which people were interviewed 
and asked to express their opinions concerning a government 
department’s ruling to grant homosexual couples benefits simi-
lar to those received by married heterosexual couples. Many of 
the opinions expressed went like this: “It’s not right.” “It goes 
against my grain.” “It’s wrong.” “It’s not normal.” “It’s bad.” 
“It shouldn’t happen.” “It’s not good.” It shouldn’t be allowed.” 
“Why shouldn’t they?” “People can do what they like!” And 
many other similar expressions were stated.
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After I had spoken on creation at one public school, a 
student said to me, “ I want to write my own rules about life 
and decide what I want to do.”

I said, “You can do that if  you like, son, but in that case, 
why can’t I shoot you?”

He replied, “You can’t do that!”
“Why not?”
“Because it’s not right,” he said.
I said to him, “Why is it not right?”
“Because it is wrong.”
“Why is it wrong?”
He looked perplexed and said to me, “Because it is not 

right!”
This student had a problem. On what basis could he decide 

that something was right or wrong? He had started the conver-
sation by indicating that he wanted to write his own rules. He 
was told that if  he wanted to write his own rules, then surely I 
could write my rules. He certainly agreed with this. If  that was 
so, and I could convince enough people to agree with me that 
characters like him were dangerous, then why should we not 
eliminate him from society? He then started to say to me again, 
“It’s not right — it’s wrong — it’s not right.” If  he had no basis 
in an absolute authority that sets the rules, it was really a battle 
of his opinion versus my opinion. Perhaps the strongest or the 
cleverest would win. He got the point.

Many people have the opinion that a homosexual lifestyle 
is wrong. However, if  it is just an opinion, then surely the view 
that homosexuality is acceptable is just as valid as any other 
view. The point is, it is not a matter of one’s opinion. It is really 
a matter of what does the One who is Creator, who owns us, 
give us as a basis for the principles governing this area of life? 
What does God say in His Word concerning this issue?

Christians have standards of right and wrong because 
they accept that there is a Creator, and as Creator, He has 
direct ownership over His creation. He owns us not only be-
cause He created us but because as the Scriptures say, “Know 
ye not that . . . ye are not your own? For ye are bought with a 
price” (1 Cor. 6:19–20). God created everything; therefore, He 
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has absolute authority. Because humans are created beings, 
they are under total obligation to the One who has absolute 
authority over them. Our absolute authority has a right to set 
the rules. It is in our own best interest to obey because He is 
Creator. Thus, what is right and what is wrong is not a matter 
of anyone’s opinion, but must be in accord with the principles 
found in the Word of God, who has authority over us. Just as 
a car designer provides a manual for correct maintenance of 
what he has designed and made, so too does our Creator sup-
ply His creation with all the instructions that are necessary to 
live a full, free, and abundant life. God has provided His set 
of instructions, not out of some spiteful or killjoy design, but 
because He loves us and knows what is best for us.

We often hear comments from parents that their children 
have rebelled against the Christian ethic, asking why they 
should obey their parents’ rules. One major reason for this is 
that many Christian parents have not instructed their children 
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from foundational perspectives concerning what they should 
or should not do. If  children see rules as no more than parents’ 
opinions, then why should they obey them? It does make an 
enormous difference when children are taught from the earliest 
age that God is Creator and that He has determined what is 
right and wrong. The rules come from God and, therefore, they 
must be obeyed. It is impossible to build any structure without 
a foundation, but that is what many parents are trying to do in 
the training of their children. The results of such attempts are 
all around us — a generation with increasing numbers rejecting 
God and the absolutes of Christianity.

At one church, a very sad father came to me and said, “My 
sons rebelled against Christianity. I remember their coming to 
me and saying, ‘Why should we obey your rules?’ I had never 
thought to tell them that they weren’t my rules. I only realized 
this morning how I should have given them the foundations of 
God as Creator and explained that He sets the rules. I have the 
responsibility before Him as head of my house to see that they 
are carried through. They only saw the Christian doctrines I 
was conveying to them as my opinions, or the church’s opinions. 
Now they won’t have anything to do with the church. They are 
doing what is right in their own eyes — not God’s.”

This is so typical of today’s Christian society, and it is very 
much related to this issue of foundations. Many parents do not 
realize they are not laying the proper foundation at home by 
placing the emphasis on God as Creator. When their children 
go to school, they are given another foundation: God is not 
Creator and we are simply products of chance. No wonder so 
many children rebel. One cannot build a house from the roof 
down. We must start from the foundation and build upon this. 
Sadly, many parents have built a structure for the next genera-
tion which does not have the foundational understanding that 
Jesus Christ is the Creator.

Students in most of our schools are given a totally anti-
biblical foundation: the foundation of evolution. This founda-
tion, of course, will not allow the Christian structure to stand. 
A structure of a different type — humanism — is the one built 
on this foreign foundation.
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So many parents have said it was when their children went 
to high school or college that they drifted away from Christi-
anity. Many rejected Christianity entirely. If  there was never 
an emphasis on constructing the right foundation at home, it 
is little wonder the Christian structure collapsed. Regrettably, 
from my experience I have found that many Christian schools 
and colleges also teach evolution — so one should not assume 
that his children are necessarily safe because they are sent to a 
Christian school. The school may claim that it teaches creation, 
but on a detailed investigation it is often found that they teach 
that God used evolution in creation.

This same problem of a structure without a foundation is 
also reflected in another way. Many Christians may be against 
abortion, sexual deviancy, and other moral problems in society, 
yet they cannot give proper justification for their opposition. 
Most Christians have an idea of what is wrong and what is right, 
but they do not understand why. This lack of reasons for our 
position is seen by others as just “opinions.” And why should 
our opinion be any more valid than that of someone else?

All these issues relate to an understanding of what the 
Bible is all about. It is not just a guidebook for life. It is the very 
basis upon which all of our thinking must be built. Unless we 
understand that book, we will not have proper understanding 
of God and His relationship to man, and thus what a Christian 
world view is all about. That is why Jesus said in John 5:47 that 
we must believe the writings of Moses.

For instance, to understand why living as a homosexual is 
wrong, one has to understand that the basis for marriage comes 
from Genesis. It is here we read that God ordained marriage 
and declared it to be one man for one woman for life. God 
created Adam and Eve, not Adam and Bruce! One primary 
importance for marriage as stated in Malachi 2:15, is that God 
created two to be “one” so that they could produce “a godly 
seed” (i.e., godly offspring). When one understands that there 
are specific roles which God ordained for men and women, one 
has reasons for standing against any legislation that weakens or 
destroys the family. Thus, a homosexual lifestyle is anti-God, 
and so it is wrong, not because it is our opinion, but because 
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God, the absolute authority, says so. (Note particularly Lev. 
18:22; Rom. 1:24, 26–27; and Gen. 2:23–24.)

We must reinforce in our own thinking, and in that of 
our Christian churches, that the Bible is the Word of God and 
that God has absolute authority over our lives. We must listen 
to what He says in relation to the principles to live by in every 
area of  life, regardless of what anyone’s opinion is. This human-
based, opinion-oriented argument permeates the Church in 
many ways. Consider the issue of abortion.

I have been to Bible studies where groups are discussing 
abortion. Many of the members give their opinion about what 
they think, but they give no reference to the Bible. They say such 
things as: “What if  their daughter were raped,” or “if  the baby 
were going to be deformed,” or “if  somebody wouldn’t be able 
to cope with looking after the child,” then perhaps abortion 
would be acceptable. This is where our churches are falling by 
the wayside. The idea that everyone can have an opinion devoid 
of a basis in biblical principles has crept into our churches and 
is one of the main reasons why we have so many problems 
sorting out doctrine and determining what we should believe. 
It is not a matter of autonomous human opinion about what 
is developing in a mother’s womb, it is a matter of what God 
says in His Word concerning the principles that must govern 
our thinking. Psalm 139, Psalm 51, Jeremiah 1, and many other 
passages of Scripture make it quite plain that, at the point of 
conception, we are human beings. Therefore, abortion in all 
instances must be viewed as killing a human being. That is the 
only way of looking at the matter. It is time we woke up. When 
it comes to such issues, we must take God’s view, not man’s!

If  we were less nervous about doing this, a lot of  the 
problems we have in churches today would obviously be more 
easily solved. A large conference of one particular Protestant 
denomination was discussing whether or not the church should 
ordain women as pastors. It was interesting to see what hap-
pened. Someone jumped to his feet and said we should ordain 
women as pastors because they are just as bright as men. An-
other commented that we have women doctors and women 
lawyers, so why shouldn’t we have women pastors? Somebody 
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else said women are equal to men and, therefore, they should 
be pastors. But at this and other such conferences, how many 
people do we hear stating, “God made man; God made woman. 
He has given them their special roles in this world. The only way 
we could ever attempt to come to the right conclusion about 
this issue is to start from what He says concerning the roles of 
men and women.” The trouble is, everyone wants to have his 
or her own opinion without reference to God’s opinion.

At one meeting, a lady responded in a rather irate tone to 
what I had said about the roles of men and women. She said 
that she should not be submissive to her husband until he was 
as perfect as Christ. I then asked her where this was stated in 
the Bible. She said it was obvious that the Bible taught this. 
Therefore, she did not have to be in submission to her husband. 
I repeated my question to her, insisting she show me where in 
the Bible it made such a statement or gave a principle whereby 
one could come to that conclusion logically. She could not show 
me, but still insisted that if  her husband could not be as perfect 
as Christ she didn’t have to be submissive to him. It was obvious 
to everyone present that she wanted her own opinion regardless 
of what the Scripture stated. She did not want to be submissive 
to her husband, and she did not want to obey the Scriptures.

Another place where we often hear people’s opinions ex-
pressed in all sorts of ways is at members’ meetings in churches. 
I have been at meetings where they were electing deacons. Some-
one would suggest a certain person to be a deacon because he 
was such a good man. When somebody else suggested that the 
qualifications for a deacon as given in the Scriptures should be 
applied, some objected, saying that you could not rule out a 
person from being a deacon just because he did not measure up 
to the qualifications given in Scripture. In other words, people’s 
opinions, according to some, were above Scripture.

There are many ways in which we see this whole phi-
losophy permeating our Christian society. The principal of 
a Christian school was telling me that he has a number of 
parents objecting to his strict discipline, which is based upon 
biblical principles. Their objections usually took the form of 
comparison with other schools, or saying that their children 
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were not as bad as other children around the neighborhood. 
Instead of comparing the standards with God’s Word, they 
compared them with other people. For instance, some par-
ents insisted that because there were other students in the 
school who had not been caught doing wrong things, their
children should not be punished. The principal pointed out 
that if  this was applied in society there would be enormous 
problems. For example, does this mean that police should not 
prosecute a driver they happen to catch with a high alcohol 
content in his blood just because many other drivers who also 
have a high alcohol content were not caught? These parents 
were upset because of the standard the principal applied — a 
standard based upon the authority of God’s Word.

Paul says, “Stand fast, and hold the traditions which ye 
have been taught” (2 Thess. 2:15). Do we stand fast, or do we 
waver? What we are seeing in our society is an outward expres-
sion, in more and more of its naked ferocity, of the rejection 
of God and His absolutes, and the growing belief  that only 
human opinions matter.

The reason for much of the conflict throughout the church 
at the present time is that people are fighting over their opinions. 
It is not a matter of opinion, yours or mine. It is what God says 
that matters. The basis for our thinking should be the principles 
from His Word. They must determine our actions.

To understand this, we must also appreciate that Genesis 
is foundational to the entire Christian philosophy. One major 
difficulty in our churches is that many people do not trust 
Genesis. Consequently, they do not know what else in the Bible 
to trust. They treat the Bible as an interesting book containing 
some vague sort of religious truth. This view is destroying the 
Church and our society, and it is time religious leaders wake 
up to the fact. Not to take Genesis 1 through 11 literally is to 
do violence to the rest of Scripture.

As Professor James Barr, a renowned Hebrew scholar 
and Oriel Professor of the Interpretation of Holy Scripture at 
Oxford University, said in a personal letter on April 23, 1984, 
“So far as I know, there is no professor of Hebrew or Old 
Testament at any world-class university who does not believe 

Lie, The.indb   69 4/19/07   9:25:35 AM



THE LIE: EVOLUTION

70

that the writer(s) of Genesis 1 through 11 intended to convey 
to their readers the ideas that (a) creation took place in a series 
of six days which were the same as the days of 24 hours we now 
experience; (b) the figures contained in the Genesis genealogies 
provided by simple addition a chronology from the beginning 
of the world up to later stages in the biblical story; (c) Noah’s 
flood was understood to be worldwide and extinguished all 
human and animal life except for those in the ark.”

Please note that many, if  not most of these “world-class” 
scholars do not believe in the Bible or Christianity anyway, so 
they are not interested in “wresting” the Scriptures to some-
how try to make their religion fit with evolution. They are 
just expressing their opinion on the plain meaning of the text. 
Disbelieve it if  you wish, but it is impossible to make out that 
it is saying anything other than what it does say. We can see 
now that those who say that the clear teaching of Genesis is not 
what it actually means are not doing so on the basis of literary 
or linguistic scholarship, but because of partial surrender to 
the pressure of evolutionary thinking.

Lie, The.indb   70 4/19/07   9:25:45 AM



71

Chapter 6

GENESIS
DOES

MATTER

Let us look in detail at some important Christian 
doctrines, to show why this emphasis on a literal Genesis must 
be accepted. Suppose that we are being questioned concern-
ing the doctrines Christians believe. Think carefully how you 
would answer in detail.

Why do we believe in marriage?
Why do we promote the wearing of clothes?
Why are there rules — right and wrong?
Why are we sinners — what does that mean?
Why is there death and suffering in the world?
Why is there to be a new heaven and a new earth?
We will consider each one carefully, as it is important 

to have reasons for what we believe. In fact, God expects His 
children to be ready to give answers — to give reasons for what 
they believe. In 1 Peter 3:15 we read, “But sanctify the Lord 
God in your hearts: and be ready always to give an answer to 
every man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you 
with meekness and fear.”

Christianity, as distinct from atheism, is not a “blind” 
faith, but an objective one . . . our object is Jesus Christ. He 
does reveal himself  to those who come by faith believing that 
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He is. John 14:21 says, “And I will love him, and will manifest 
myself  to him.” Hebrews 11:6: “For he that cometh to God 
must believe that He is, and that He is a rewarder of them that 
diligently seek Him.”

If reasons for the validity of the Christian’s faith are not 
forthcoming, his witness is weakened and open to ridicule. 
Christians must be prepared to make an intelligent defense 
of the gospel by arming themselves with knowledge and an 
understanding of the forms unbelief  takes in these days. Many 
Christians do not know how to communicate the fact that 
God’s Word and God’s laws are true. The net result is genera-
tions of wishy-washy Christians who believe in many things, 
but are not sure why. Personal witnessing can lose its impact 
if  the Christian fails to share intelligent reasons for his faith. 
This must be avoided, lest ridicule and dishonor come to the 
name of Christ.

A good example of what happens when we do not give 
reasons for what we believe can be seen in a letter to the editor 
of an Arizona newspaper. It reads as follows: “When I was a 
youngster, we all believed that men had one less rib than women 
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because God created Eve with one of Adam’s ribs. When the 
story was written five to ten thousand years later after Noah 
and the world flood, how many people could read, much less 
write? . . . You say you are a teacher of creationism in school 
classes. How would you answer these questions? If  Noah took 
two of each animal on the ark, where did he get polar bears, 
bison, and kangaroos? You might answer that those animals 
lived in the Eastern Mediterranean area back then. The next 
question would be, how did the various colors of humans evolve 
from one white (deeply tanned) family in 5,000 or even 50,000 
years? . . . When I was growing up in a deeply religious family, I 
was told not to question the Bible and other religious writings. 
I got no answer then, and 70 years later I am still waiting for 
a reasonable explanation.”

I personally spoke to the writer of this letter. As we talked, 
it became obvious that he had been told to accept the Bible by 
blind faith and was never given any useful answers. Omission 
caused him to reject evangelical Christianity. How sad! And the 
answers to these sorts of questions are available today. So, let 
us “give reasons for what we believe” as we discuss the subjects 
mentioned above.

MARRIAGE
When Jesus was asked questions concerning divorce in 

Matthew 19, He immediately referred to the origin, and thus 
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the foundation, of marriage. He said, “Have ye not read, that 
He which made them at the beginning made them male and 
female? And said, For this cause shall a man leave his father 
and mother, and shall cleave unto his wife: and they twain shall 
be one flesh?” And from where did Jesus quote? Genesis! (In 
fact, He quoted from Genesis, chapters 1 and 2, in the same 
verse. Those who wrongly say Genesis 1 and 2 are two different 
accounts of creation should refer to Appendix 1.) Jesus was 
saying: “Don’t you understand there is a historical basis for 
marriage?” If we did not have this historical basis, we would not 
have marriage. The only basis is in the Scriptures. You can say 
it is convenient for you, but you cannot tell your son he cannot 
marry Bill or, for that matter, marry Julie and Susan.  Likewise, 
extramarital relationships would be a tolerable alternative. You 
would have no justification for thinking otherwise.

Now, if  we go back to Genesis, we read how God took 
dust and made a man. From the man’s side, He made a woman. 
Adam’s first recorded words were: “This is now bone of my 
bones and flesh of my flesh.” They were one flesh. When a man 
and a woman marry, they become one. This is the historical 
basis. Also, we are to cleave to one another as if  we had no par-
ents — just like Adam and Eve who had no parents. We know 
it is to be a heterosexual relationship. Why? Because, as stated 
before, God made Adam and Eve (a man and a woman — not 
a man and a man). That is the only basis for marriage, and that 
is why we know that homosexual behavior and desire is an evil, 
perverse, and unnatural deviation. It is time the church stood its 
ground against the increasing acceptance of homosexuality as 
something natural or normal or as an “acceptable alternative.” 
Paul would not have written about homosexuality in the way 
that he did in Romans if  he did not have that historical basis. 
(Please note that although as Christians we condemn the sin of 
homosexuality, we are to be grace-oriented toward the homo-
sexual and seek his or her deliverance from bondage.)

What about the rest of the teaching on marriage? There is 
another aspect which has to do with the family. It is the reason 
many Christian families go to pieces or the offspring go astray. 
In the majority of Christian homes today, it is usually the mother 
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who teaches the children spiritually. What an unfortunate thing 
it is that fathers have not embraced their God-given responsi-
bility. When one looks at the biblical roles given to fathers and 
mothers, it is the fathers who are allocated the responsibility of 
providing for their children, and providing the family’s spiritual 
and physical needs (Isa. 38:19, Prov. 1:8, Eph. 6:4). One result 
of this role reversal is that the sons often stop coming to church. 
Christian girls who have not been trained properly by their 
fathers concerning the marriage relationship often disobey the 
Lord by dating and marrying non-Christian men.

A young woman approached me and said that she was 
married to a non-Christian. She explained that when she was 
dating this man, she compared him to her father and saw no 
real difference. Yet, her father was a Christian. Because her 
father was not the spiritual head of the house, she did not see 
any real difference between him and the person she was dating. 
She saw no reason to make sure that her husband-to-be was 
a Christian. Now that she is married and has children, there 
are some extreme problems with their marriage regarding the 
bringing up of their children.

A major reason for so many problems in Christian families 
today is that fathers have not taken their God-commanded re-
sponsibility of being priest in their household. As a husband and 
a father, he is also a priest to his wife and children. It is not, 
however, a “boss” relationship where men despotically lord it 
over women. Female liberationists think the Bible teaches a 
tyrannical relationship in marriage. Unfortunately, many Chris-
tians think like this, also. However, the Bible does not say this at 
all. Anyone who uses these biblical role absolutes to justify one 
person’s seeking power over another has completely missed the 
whole message of Jesus Christ (Eph. 5:22–33, John 13:5). The 
Bible also says we are to submit one to another (Eph. 5:21). If  
you do not adopt the God-given roles set out in Scripture, you 
will find that your family will not function as intended, and 
problems usually follow. The Bible also tells husbands to love 
their wives as Christ loved the church (Eph. 5:25). In many 
instances, if  husbands loved their wives this way it would make 
it easier for many women to be submissive to them.
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WHY CLOTHES?
Consider why we wear clothes. Is it to keep warm? What 

then if  we lived in the tropics? Is it to look nice? If  these are 
our only reasons, why wear clothes? Why not take them off 
when we want to, where we want to? Does it really matter if  
one goes nude publicly? Ultimately, the only reason for insisting 
that clothes must be worn is a moral one. If  there is a moral 
reason, it must have a basis somewhere; therefore, there must 
be standards connected to the moral reason. What then are 
the standards? Many in our culture (including Christians) just 
accept the fashions of the day. Parents, what about the training 
of your children? What do you say to them about clothes?

In her paper “Greek Clothing Regulations: Sacred and 
Profane,” Harrianne Mills has this to say: “Since the demise, 
roughly one hundred years ago, of the biblically based theory 
that clothes are worn because of modesty, various theories 
have been put forward by anthropologists concerned with the 
origins and functions of clothing.”1

Why do we wear clothes? There is a moral basis if  you go 
back to the Scriptures. We read in Genesis that when God made 
Adam and Eve they were naked. But sin came into the world, 
and sin distorts everything. Sin distorts nakedness. Immediately 
Adam and Eve knew they were naked, and they tried to make 
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coverings out of fig leaves. God came to their rescue, provid-
ing garments by killing an innocent animal. This was the first 
blood sacrifice; it was a covering for their sin.

Men are very easily aroused sexually. That is why semi-
naked women are used in television and magazine advertise-
ments. Parents need to explain to their daughters how easily 
a man is aroused sexually by a woman’s body. They need to 
know, because many of them do not understand what happens 
to a man. At one church, after I had spoken on the topic of 
clothing, a young woman came up and told me that she had 
only been a Christian for six months. She was dating a young 
Christian man and was perplexed as to why he often told her 
not to wear certain things. Every time she asked him why, he 
started to feel embarrassed. She had not realized before that 
what she wore (or did not wear) could put a stumbling block in 
a man’s way by causing him to commit adultery in his heart.

Fathers need to explain to their daughters about how men 
react to a woman’s body. They also need to explain to their sons 
that although women’s clothes, or lack of them, can be a stum-
bling block to a male, it is not an excuse for them in relation to 
what their mind does with what they see. Job had an answer for 
this problem: “I made a covenant with mine eyes; why then should 
I think upon a maid?” (Job 31:1). As Christians, males should 
have a covenant with their eyes and be reminded of this when 
lustful thoughts come as a result of what they see or hear.

Jesus states that if  a man lusts after a woman in his heart, 
he commits adultery in his heart: “But I say unto you, That 
whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed 
adultery with her already in his heart” (Matt. 5:28). Sin distorts 
nakedness. Even the perfect relationship experienced by Adam 
and Eve before the Fall degenerated. After the Fall, they hid 
from God and were ashamed of their nakedness. Many Chris-
tian women wear clothes that really accentuate their sexuality. 
And many a roving eye follows every movement. But what is 
happening? Men are committing adultery in their hearts. Adul-
tery for which they and the women will have to answer.

In many Christian homes, parents have certain beliefs about 
clothing. They say to their teenager, “You can’t wear that.”
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The teenagers reply, “But why not?”
“Because it is not the Christian thing,” answer the parents.
“Why not?” ask the teenagers again.
“Because Christians don’t wear that,” the parents insist.
“Why not?” the reply comes.
Then you often hear daughters saying, “You’re old-

fashioned, Mom and Dad.” They are saying that their parents 
have one opinion but they have another opinion. For the 
most part, children are going to stick with their own opinion. 
However, it is not a matter of the parents’ opinion or the child’s 
opinion. In order for the parents to “save face,” they often resort 
to an imposed legalism. What a difference it makes when the 
parents use Genesis as a basis to explain to their children why 
they must do this or that with regard to clothing, particularly 
if  they have already solidly trained their children that God is 
Creator, He sets the rules, and Genesis is foundational to all 
doctrine. It is infinitely better than parents saying, “This is what 
you will do,” and imposing this standard on their children with 
no basis. However, as we read in Ephesians 6:1, “Children, obey 
your parents in the Lord: For this is right.” Children must obey 
their parents, and that is not a matter of their opinion, either.

There is a moral basis for wearing clothes because of what 
sin has done to nakedness. We must understand how men are 
created. Man was designed to be easily aroused sexually and to 
respond to one woman (his wife). This was, and is, necessary 
for procreation in marriage. However, sin distorts this, and it 
is wrong for a man to look lustfully on any woman other than 
his wife. Therefore, clothing should minimize to the greatest 
extent any stumbling block laid in a man’s way. But a man is 
no less guilty if  he succumbs to the “second look.” One should 
not simply accept the fashions of the day. There is a moral basis 
for clothing; therefore, there are standards. Knowing what men 
are like and knowing what sin does to nakedness, we thus have 
a basis for understanding what the standards should be.

WHY LAW AND MORALITY?
What do you tell your children about laws? Perhaps you 

tell them some things are right and some are wrong, but do you 
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ever explain to them the origin of right and wrong? Would you 
say we have right and wrong because God has given us laws? If  
so, why is that? Why does He have a right to say what is right 
and what is wrong?

Why is there right and wrong (e.g., the Ten Command-
ments)? Remember the story in Matthew 19:16–17 when the 
man came to Jesus and said to Him: “Good Master, what good 
thing shall I do, that I may have eternal life? And he said unto 
him, Why callest thou Me good? There is none good but one, 
that is, God.” How do you decide if  something is right or wrong 
or good or bad? God, the only One who is good, created us, and 
therefore owns us. Thus, we are obligated to Him, and we must 
obey Him. He has the right to set the rules. He knows everything 
there is to know about everything (i.e., has absolute knowledge), 
and therefore we must obey. That is why we have absolutes, why 
there are standards, and why there is right and wrong.

Now, if  you are not a Christian and you think some things 
are right and some are wrong, why do you think like that? You 
have no basis for such a decision. How do you arrive at your 
standards? How do you decide what is good and bad? Most 
non-Christians who believe there is a right and wrong are 
practicing the Christian ethic.

Atheistic evolutionary philosophy says: “There is no God. 
All is the result of chance and randomness. Death and struggle 
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are the order of the day, not only now, but indefinitely into the 
past and future.” If  this is true, there is no basis for right and 
wrong. The more people believe in evolution, the more they are 
going to say, “There is no God. Why should I obey authority? 
Why should there be rules against aberrant sexual behavior? 
Why should there be rules concerning abortion? After all, evo-
lution tells us we are all animals. So, killing babies by abortion 
is no worse than chopping the head off  a fish or a chicken.” It 
does matter whether you believe in evolution or creation! It affects 
every area of your life.

“FOR BY THE LAW IS THE KNOWLEDGE OF SIN” 
(Rom. 3:20)

This issue comes down to the simple fact explained by Paul 
in Romans 3:20, “For by the law is the knowledge of sin.”  In Ro-
mans 7:7 he continues: “I had not known sin, but by the law.”

The existence of God is nowhere defended by Scripture. 
This fact is taken as being obvious.  Who He is and what He 
has done is clearly explained. Neither is there any doubt as to 
His sovereign authority over His creation or what our attitude 
should be toward Him as Creator. He has the right to set the 
rules. We have the responsibility to obey and rejoice in His good-
ness, or disobey and suffer His judgment.

Adam, the first man, made this choice. He chose to rebel. Sin 
is rebellion against God and His will. Genesis tells us that this first 
act of human rebellion took place in the Garden of Eden.

To understand what sin is all about — that all mankind are 
sinners — and how to recognize sin, God gave us the Law. He 
had the right and the loving concern to do this. He is Creator, 
and His character allows for no less. All-powerful, all-loving, 
all-gracious, He has laid down for us the rules by which we must 
live if  our lives are to develop in the way they should. As Paul 
says in Romans 7:7, “For I had not known lust, except the law 
had said thou shalt not covet.”

The Bible clearly teaches that each human being is a sinner, 
in a state of rebellion against God. Initially, the Law was given, 
as Paul states, to explain sin. But, knowing about sin was not a 
solution to the problem of sin. More was needed. The Creator 
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had not forgotten His commitment to and love of His creation, 
for He set the payment and paid the price — himself. God’s Son, 
the Lord Jesus Christ, who is God, suffered the curse of death 
on a cross and became sin for us so that God could pour out 
His judgment upon sin. But, just as all die in Adam, so all who 
believe in Christ’s atoning death and resurrection live in Him.

Those who oppose the Creator are opposing the One 
who is the absolute authority — the One who sets the rules 
and keeps them.

In the Book of Judges it is stated: “In those days there was 
no king in Israel; but every man did that which was right in his 
own eyes” (Judg. 17:6). People today are little different. They 
want evolution taught as fact and the belief  in creation banished 
because they, too, want to be a law unto themselves. They want 
to maintain the rebellious nature they have inherited from Adam, 
and they will not accept the authority of the One who, as Creator 
and law-giver, has the right to tell them exactly what to do. This 
really is what the creation/evolution conflict is all about. Does 
God the Creator have the right to tell a person what he must do 
with his life? Or, can man decide for himself  what he wants to 
do without suffering the consequences? These are not rhetorical 
questions. Their very nature demands an answer from every in-
dividual. Thus, it comes down to whether or not man is autono-
mous, and therefore can decide everything for himself, or whether 
he is owned by God. Most want to be autonomous and believe 
they can act according to their own desires and understanding. 
But, man is not autonomous, and there the battle rages.

The Bible tells us that those who trust in the Lord, and 
are indwelt by His Holy Spirit, will show the fruit of  the 
Spirit: “love, joy, peace, longsuffering, gentleness, goodness, 
faith, meekness, temperance” (Gal. 5:22–23). Those who are 
not indwelt by the Spirit of God, and who reject the God of 
creation, will reflect the fruit of this rejection: “adultery fornica-
tion, uncleanness, lasciviousness, idolatry, witchcraft, hatred, 
variance, emulations, wrath, strife, seditions, heresies, envyings, 
murders, drunkenness, revellings, and such like” (Gal. 5:19–21). 
The Bible states clearly that corrupt roots bring forth evil fruit. 
Pornography, abortion, homosexuality, lawlessness, euthanasia, 
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infanticide, loose morals, unfaithfulness in marriage, and other 
such things — practices which are becoming more and more 
prevalent in today’s society — are certainly fruit of corrupt 
roots. They are the corrupt roots of evolution firmly entrenched 
in the compost of humanistic thinking.

Evolution is an anti-God religion held by many people today 
as justification for their continued pursuit of self-gratification 
and their rejection of God as Creator.

Many today will not accept that they are sinners. They do 
not want to accept that they must bow their knees before the 
God of creation. They do not want to accept that anyone has 
authority over them with the right to tell them what to do.

Even many in our churches do not understand what is 
meant when man is described as “sinful.” Many preachers 
(even many who consider themselves evangelical) think that 
the definition of sin can be limited to such things as adultery, 
alcoholism, heroin addiction, nudity, x-rated movies, and bad 
language. However, sin does not stop here. We must understand 
that sin affects every area of our lives. Sin has an influence 
on every aspect of our culture. We must understand that sin 
pervades the whole of our thinking, and will, therefore, affect 
the whole of our actions. Jesus said, “For out of the heart 
proceed evil thoughts, murders, adulteries, fornications, thefts, 
false witness, blasphemies” (Matt. 15:19).

We must understand that God is the Creator and law-giver, 
and every human must kneel in submission to Him. That there 
will come a time when all will do this is clearly recorded by 
Paul in Philippians 2:10–11: “That at the name of Jesus every 
knee should bow, of things in heaven, and things on earth, and 
things under the earth, and every tongue should confess that 
Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.”

God’s Word (the infallible Word of the perfect Creator) has 
to be the basis of our thinking. God, the Creator, is the One who 
provides the blueprint for happy and stable human relationships. 
If  His Word is heeded, He supplies the basis for a true Christian 
philosophy for every area of human existence — agriculture, eco-
nomics, medicine, politics, law enforcement, arts, music, sciences, 
family relationships — every aspect of life. In other words, there 
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is a whole Christian way of thinking. There are foundational 
biblical principles that govern every area of life. The Creator 
has not left His creatures without an instruction manual.

“THY WORD IS TRUE FROM THE BEGINNING” 
(Ps. 119:160)

Man’s rejection of  God as Creator (not starting with 
His Word as a basis for thinking in every area and not being 
submissive to Him) has resulted in the problems we have in 
society. This was painfully highlighted in a letter to the editor 
of an Australian newspaper. Apparently, a country newspaper 
was approached for placement of an advertisement requesting 
a married couple for farm work. They were told there would 
be no printing of an advertisement that contained the words, 
“Married couple.” The problem was apparently one of “dis-
crimination.” The term “married couple” had to be replaced 
with “two persons.” It didn’t matter which two persons applied 
for the job! The question: “On whose authority can’t this be 
printed?” The answer: “The Human Rights Commission.” 
The writer of the letter was justifiably horrified. However, this 
incident is the fruit of evolutionist thinking, and we can only 
expect similar instances to increase.

“OH LORD — OPEN OUR EYES THAT WE MAY SEE” 
(Ps. 119:18)

Concerned and convinced Christians must pray that the 
Lord will make clear to everyone the frightening direction in 
which man’s rebellion is heading. Christians need to establish 
firmly the fact that God is Creator and that He has given us 
His law. We need to recognize what sin is and what the results 
of sinful existence are. We need to proclaim deliverance from 
sin through faith in Jesus Christ. Apart from this, there will 
be no rectifying the situation. An all-out attack on evolutionist 
thinking is possibly the only real hope our nations have of rescuing 
themselves from an inevitable social and moral catastrophe.

It is not easy for any human being to acknowledge that if  
there is a Creator we must be in submission to Him. However, 
there is no alternative. Man must recognize that he is in rebellion 
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against the One who created him. Only then will man understand 
the law, understand what sin is, and understand the steps nec-
essary to bring about the change in individual lives that can 
ultimately effect changes in society.

The more our society rejects the creation basis and God’s 
laws, the more it will degenerate spiritually and morally. This 
has happened many times throughout history and should stand 
as a warning. Let us consider a modern day example.

THE CONSEQUENCES OF REJECTING 
GOD AND HIS ABSOLUTES

Missionaries were sent to New Guinea because there were 
many so-called pagan and primitive people there. The story is 
told of one cannibal tribe, which has since ceased to be can-
nibalistic. Previously, men would race into a village, grab a 
man by the hair, pull him back, tense his abdominal muscles, 
use a bamboo knife to slit open his abdomen, pull out his in-
testines, cut up his fingers, and while he was still alive, eat him 
until he died. People hear that and say, “Oh, what primitive 
savages!” They are not “primitive” savages; their ancestor was 
a man called Noah. The Indians’ ancestor was a man called 
Noah; the Eskimos’ ancestor was a man called Noah; and our 
ancestor was a man called Noah. Noah had the knowledge of 
God and could build ships. His ancestors could make musical 
instruments and they practiced agriculture. What happened 
to those New Guinea natives is that, somewhere in history 
(as Rom. 1 tells us), they rejected the knowledge of God and 
His laws. And God turned them over to foolish, perverse, and 
degenerate things.2

However, this same degeneracy (this same rejection of 
God’s laws) can be seen in so-called civilized nations that cut 
people up alive all year long (one and a half  million of them 
in the United States each year), and it is legalized. This is what 
abortion is — cutting up people alive and sucking out the bits 
and pieces. The so-called “primitive tribes” had ancestors who 
once knew the true God and His laws. As they rejected the 
true God of creation, their culture degenerated in every area. 
The more our so-called “civilized nations” reject the God of 
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creation, the more they will degenerate to a “primitive cul-
ture.” Thus, a culture should not be interpreted according to 
whether they are primitive or advanced (as presupposed by the 
evolutionary scale), but every aspect of their culture must be 
judged against the standards of God’s Word. How does your 
nation measure up?
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Chapter 7

DEATH:
A CURSE AND

A BLESSING

WHY SIN AND DEATH?
Suppose someone came up to you and said, “You 
Christians are saying that we need Jesus Christ, and that we 
need to confess our sins. Sin? Why do we need Christ anyway? 
Besides, God can’t be who He says He is. If  He is, like you say, 
a God of love, look at all the death and suffering in the world. 
How can that be?” What would you say?

THE GOSPEL, SIN, AND DEATH
What is the gospel message? When God made man, He 

made him perfect. He made the first two people, Adam and 
Eve, and placed them in the Garden of Eden where they had a 
special, very beautiful relationship with God. When He made 
them, He gave them a choice. He wanted their love — not as 
a programmed response, but as a reasoned act. They chose to 
rebel against God. This rebellion is called sin. All sin comes 
under the banner of rebellion against God and His will.

As a result of that rebellion in Eden, a number of things hap-
pened. First, man was estranged from God. That separation is 
called spiritual death. On its own, the final effect of this would have 
been living forever in our sinful bodies, eternally separated from
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God. Imagine living with Hitler and Stalin forever! Imagine 
living in an incorrigible, sinful state for eternity. But something 
else happened. Romans 5:12 tells us that as a result of man’s 
actions came sin, and as a result of sin came death; but not just 
spiritual death, as some theologians claim. To confirm this, one 
needs only read 1 Corinthians 15:20 where Paul talks about 
the physical death of the first Adam and the physical death of 
Christ, the last Adam. Or read Genesis 3, where God expelled 
Adam and Eve from the Garden so that they would not eat 
of the Tree of Life and live forever. Physical death as well as 
spiritual death resulted from their sin.

Why did God send death? Three aspects of death should 
be considered carefully:

1. God, as a righteous judge, cannot look upon sin. Be-
cause of His very nature and the warning He gave to Adam, 
God had to judge sin. He had warned Adam that if  he ate of 
the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, “In the day that 
thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die.” The curse of death 
placed upon the world was, and is, a just and righteous judg-
ment from God who is the judge.

2. One of the aspects of man’s rebellion was separation 
from God. The loss of a loved one through death shows the 
sadness of the separation between those left behind and the 
one who has departed this world. When we consider how sad 
it is when a loved one dies, it should remind us of the terrible 
consequences of  sin that separated Adam from the perfect 
relationship he had with God. This separation involved all 
mankind because Adam sinned as the representative of all.

3. Another aspect of death which many people miss is that 
God sent death because He loved us so much. God is love, and 
strange as it may sound, we should really praise Him for that curse 
He placed on us. It was not God’s will that man be cut off  from 
Him for eternity. Imagine living in a sinful state for eternity, sepa-
rated from God. But He loved us too much for that, and He did a 
very wonderful thing. In placing on us the curse of physical death, 
He provided a way to redeem man back to himself. In the person 
of Jesus Christ, He suffered that curse on the cross for us. He 
tasted death for every man (Heb. 2:9). By himself  becoming the
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perfect sacrifice for our sin of rebellion, He conquered death. He 
took the penalty which should rightly have been ours at the hands 
of a righteous judge, and bore it in His own body on the cross.

All who believe in Jesus Christ as Lord and Saviour are 
received back to God to spend eternity with Him. Isn’t that a 
wonderful message? That is the message of Christianity. Man 
forfeited his special position through sin, and as a result God 
placed upon him the curse of death so he could be redeemed 
back to God. What a wonderful thing God did! Every time we 
celebrate the Lord’s Supper, we remember Christ’s death and 
the awfulness of sin. Each Lord’s Day we rejoice in Christ’s 
resurrection, and thus the conquering of sin and death.

But evolution destroys the very basis of this message of 
love. The evolutionary process is supposed to be one of death 
and struggle, cruelty, brutality, and ruthlessness. It is a ghastly 
fight for survival, elimination of the weak and deformed. This 
is what underlies evolution — death, bloodshed, and struggle 
bringing man into existence. Death over millions of years. It is 
an onward, upward “progression” leading to man. Yet, what 
does the Bible say in Romans 5:12? Man’s actions led to sin, 
which led to death. The Bible tells us that without the shedding 
of blood there can be no remission of sin (Heb. 9:22). God in-
stituted death and bloodshed so that man could be redeemed. 
If  death and bloodshed existed before Adam sinned, the basis 
for atonement is destroyed.

Evolutionists would say death and struggle led to man’s exis-
tence. The Bible says man’s rebellious actions led to death. These 
statements cannot both be true. One denies the other — they 
are diametrically opposed. That is why those who claim to 
hold both positions at the same time (theistic evolutionists) are 
destroying the basis of the gospel. If  life formed in an onward 
“progression,” how did man fall upward? What is sin? Sin would 
then be an inherited animal characteristic, not something due 
to the fall of man through disobedience. The many Christians 
who accept the belief of evolution and add God to it destroy the 
very foundation of the gospel message they profess to believe.

At one church, a man came up to me and insisted that a 
Christian could believe in evolution. Since I had spent considerable 
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time during the service showing that the Bible teaches there was
no death before the Fall, I asked him whether he believed there 
was death before Adam fell. In an angry tone he asked me, “Do 
you beat your wife?” This took me aback a little, and I was not 
really sure of the point he was trying to make, so I asked him 
what he meant by that. He asked me again, “Do you beat your 
wife?” Then he walked off. Life is full of interesting experiences 
on the preaching trail. However, I thought about this man’s 
comments for quite some time and then realized, after talking 
to a psychologist, that there is a type of question you can ask 
and no matter whether you answer no or yes you are trapped. 
Actually, what this man should have asked me was, “Have 
you stopped beating your wife?” If  you answer either yes or 
no, you are admitting that you beat your wife. In relation to 
the death issue and Adam’s fall, if  the man had answered in 
the affirmative, “Yes, there was death before Adam’s fall,” he 
would be admitting to a belief  in something that contradicted 
the Bible. If  he answered no, then he was denying evolution. 
Either way, he was showing that one cannot add evolution to 
the Bible. He was trapped, and he knew it.

I need to state here emphatically that I am not saying that 
if  you believe in evolution you are not a Christian. There are 
many Christians who, for varying reasons (whether it be out 
of ignorance of what evolution teaches, pride, or a liberal view 
of the Scriptures) believe in evolution. Those who do believe 
in evolution are being inconsistent and, in reality, are destroy-
ing the foundations of the gospel message. Therefore, I would 
plead with them to seriously consider the evidence against the 
position they hold.

Even atheists realize the inconsistency in Christians believ-
ing in evolution, as seen in a quotation from an article by G. 
Richard Bozarth entitled “The Meaning of Evolution,” from 
The American Atheist. “Christianity is — must be — totally 
committed to the special creation as described in Genesis, 
and Christianity must fight with all its full might, fair or foul, 
against the theory of evolution. . . . It becomes clear now that 
the whole justification of Jesus’ life and death is predicted on 
the existence of Adam and the forbidden fruit he and Eve ate. 

Lie, The.indb   90 4/19/07   9:26:17 AM



DEATH: A CURSE AND A BLESSING

91

Without the original sin, who needs to be redeemed? Without 
Adam’s fall into a life of constant sin terminated by death, 
what purpose is there to Christianity? None.”1

The atheist Jacques Monod (noted for his contributions to 
molecular biology and philosophy) said in an interview titled 
“The Secret Life,” broadcast by the Australian Broadcasting 
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Commission on June 10, 1976, as a tribute to him: “Selection 
is the blindest, and most cruel way of evolving new species, and 
more and more complex and refined organisms . . . the more 
cruel because it is a process of elimination, of destruction. The 
struggle for life and the elimination of the weakest is a horrible 
process, against which our whole modern ethic revolts. An ideal 
society is a non-selective society, it is one where the weak are 
protected; which is exactly the reverse of the so-called natural 
law. I am surprised that a Christian would defend the idea that 
this is the process which God more or less set up in order to have 
evolution” (emphasis mine).

Original sin, with death as a result, is the basis of the 
gospel. That is why Jesus Christ came and what the gospel is 
all about. If  the First Adam is only an allegorical figure, then 
why not the Last Adam (1 Cor. 15:45–47), Jesus Christ? If  
man did not really fall into sin, there is no need for a Saviour. 
Evolution destroys the very foundations of Christianity because 
it states, “Death is, and always has been, part of life.” Now, if  
you lived in a skyscraper, and if  there were people underneath 
that skyscraper with jackhammers hammering away at the 
foundations, would you say, “So what?” That is what many 
Christians are doing. They are being bombarded with evolu-
tion through the media, the public school system, television, 
and newspapers, and yet they rarely react. The foundations 
of the “skyscraper” of Christianity are being eroded by the 
“jackhammers” of evolution. But, inside the skyscraper, what 
are many Christians doing? They are either sitting there doing 
nothing or are throwing out jackhammers saying, “Here, have 
a few more! Go destroy our foundations!”

Worse still, theistic evolutionists (those who believe in both 
evolution and God) are actively helping to undermine the basis 
of the Gospel. As the Psalmist asks, “If  the foundations be de-
stroyed, what can the righteous do? (Ps. 11:3).” If  the basis of 
the gospel is destroyed, the structure built on that foundation 
(the Christian Church) will largely collapse. If  Christians wish 
to preserve the structure of Christianity, they must protect its 
foundation and therefore actively oppose evolution.
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NEW HEAVENS AND NEW EARTH
Paradise Restored

Evolution also destroys the teaching of the new heavens 
and the new earth. What are we told about the new heavens 
and the new earth? Act 3:21 says there will be a restoration 
(restitution). That means things will be restored to at least 
what they were originally. We read about what it will be like: 
“They shall not hurt nor destroy in all my holy mountain” (Isa. 
11:9). There will be vegetarianism and no violence. “The wolf 
also shall dwell with the lamb, and the leopard shall lie down 
with the kid; and the calf  and the young lion and the fatling 
together; and a little child shall lead them . . . and the lion shall 
eat straw like an ox” (Isa. 11:67) — that is vegetarianism! “And 
there shall be no more curse” (Rev. 22:3).

In Genesis we find that man and animals were told to eat 
only plants (Gen. 1:29–30); they were vegetarians. Only after 
the Flood was man told he could eat meat (Gen. 9:3). There 
were only vegetarians when God first created, and there was no 
violence before Adam sinned. Some people object to the claim 
that the first creatures were vegetarian by saying that lions have 
sharp teeth which were created to eat meat. Is that necessarily 
so? Or is that just what you were taught in school? What we 
should say is that the lion’s sharp, canine teeth are good for 
ripping. The same teeth that are now good for ripping up other 
animals would also be good for ripping up plants. According 
to God’s Word, lions were vegetarian before the Fall and will 
be once again in the future paradise. By the way, “meat-eating” 
animals can still be vegetarian. Dogs and cats will survive quite 
well on a balanced diet of vegetables. Also, the Bible does not 
exclude the possibility of direct action by God at the time of 
the Fall (and in the future restoration), having a direct biologi-
cal effect on the creatures in relation to feeding habits. There 
are many animals living today that have carnivorous-looking 
teeth, but only use these teeth for eating fruit or plants (e.g., 
the flying fox or fruit bat — see Appendix 1).

To believe in evolution is to deny a universal paradise 
before Adam, because evolution necessarily implies that before 
Adam there was struggle, cruelty and brutality, animals eating 
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animals, and death. Is the world going to be restored to that? 
If  you believe in evolution, you must deny a universal paradise 
before Adam (because you believe that there was death and 
struggle millions of years before Adam), and also at the end 
of time (because the Bible teaches the world will be restored to 
what it used to be). Thus, evolution not only strikes at the heart 
and the foundation, but at the hope of Christianity as well. We 
all should be out there doing something about it. Many of us 
have been hoodwinked into thinking that evolution has to do 
with science and that you need to be a scientist to do anything 
to combat it. But evolution is only a belief  system, and you do 
not need to be a scientist to combat that.

Also, Christians who do believe in evolution must accept 
that evolution is still going on. This is because the death and 
struggle we see in the world around us and the mutations (mis-
takes in the genes) that are occurring are used by evolutionists 
to try to prove that evolution is possible. They extrapolate into 
the past what they see today, and deduce that these processes 
over millions of years are the basis for evolution. Christians 
who accept evolution must agree, therefore, that evolution is 
occurring today in every area, including man. However, God 
has said in His Word that when He created everything He fin-
ished His work of creation and pronounced it “good” (Gen. 
1:31–2:3). This is completely contrary to what evolutionists 
are telling us. Theistic evolutionists cannot say that God once 
used evolution and now does not. To say that evolution is not 
occurring today is to destroy evolutionary theory, as you have 
no basis for saying it ever happened in the past.

There are many Christians who, after being taught the true 
nature of science — that evolution is religion, abandon beliefs 
such as theistic evolution and progressive creation. However, 
there are a number of ministers, theologians, and others who, 
because of their whole view of Scripture, will not accept what 
we are saying. They have a basic philosophical disagreement 
with us in regard to how to approach the Bible.

Perhaps the best way to summarize this argument is to 
give you a practical example from an encounter I had with a 
Protestant church minister.
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Personnel from the Creation Science Foundation in Bris-
bane, Australia, had traveled 1,700 kilometers to Victoria to 
conduct meetings in various centers. In one location, this min-
ister opposed us publicly. Another minister, in the same church, 
had put an advertisement in the church’s weekly announcement 
sheet concerning our visit. The opposing minister obtained the 
stencil before the announcement sheet was printed and deleted 
the advertisement. He encouraged people to boycott our semi-
nar program and made many discouraging public statements 
concerning our organization and teachings. He even told people 
that we were of the devil and they should not listen to us.

I made an appointment with this minister to discuss the 
issue with him. He explained that he believed Genesis was only 
symbolic, that there were a great many mistakes in the Bible 
and one could not take it as literally as I appeared to do. The 
reason we had this disagreement concerning creation/evolu-
tion was because we had a basic philosophical disagreement 
regarding our personal approach to the Scriptures. He agreed 
this was so, but again emphasized one could not take Genesis 
literally and that it was only symbolic. I asked him whether he 
believed that God created the heavens and the earth.

He said, “Yes, this was the message that Genesis was 
teaching.”

Deliberately, I quoted Genesis 1:1, “Do you believe, ‘In 
the beginning God created the heavens and earth?’ ”

He said, “Yes, of course I do. That is the message Genesis 
is getting across to us.”

I explained to him that he had just taken Genesis 1:1 liter-
ally. He was asked whether Genesis 1:1 was symbolic, and, if  
not, why did he take it literally. I then asked whether Genesis 
1:2 was literal or symbolic. I pointed out the inconsistency of 
accepting Genesis 1:1 as literal but saying the whole of Genesis 
was symbolic. He went on to say it was not important what 
Genesis said — only what it meant was important.

“How can you ever understand the meaning of anything 
if  you do not know what it says?” I asked. “If  you cannot take 
what it says to arrive at the meaning, then the English (or any 
other) language really becomes nonsense.”
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I then asked him how he decided what was truth concern-
ing the Scriptures. He replied, “By a consensus of opinion 
amongst the fellowship.”

So I said, “This, then, is your basis for deciding what truth 
is. Where did you get this basis from, and how do you know 
that this is the right basis for deciding truth?”

He looked at me and said, “By a consensus of opinion 
amongst scholars.”

I again posed the question to him, “If  this, now, is your 
basis for deciding truth and determining whether or not your 
fellowship has come to the right conclusion about truth, how 
do you know that this is the right basis to determine what 
truth is?”

He then told me that he did not have all day to talk about 
this topic, and it was best we now finish the discussion. What he 
was doing, of course, was appealing to man’s wisdom to decide 
what Scripture meant or said, rather than allowing God’s Word 
to tell him what the truth was. The real difference between our 
positions could be summed up as follows: Where do you put 
your faith — in the words of men who are fallible creatures who 
do not know everything, who were not there — or the Words of 
God who is perfect, who knows everything, and who was there?

Christians (or those claiming to be Christian) who take 
this liberal view of Scripture will more often than not see the 
results of this wrong philosophy in the next generation: their 
children. Because they cannot provide a solid foundation for 
their children, they frequently see the whole structure of Chris-
tianity collapsing in the next generation. For many of these 
people, it is sad but true that most of their children will reject 
Christianity completely. This dilemma in regard to liberal theol-
ogy is very much related to the controversy concerning Genesis. 
If  one rejects Genesis, or claims it is only symbolism or myth, 
this logically leads to a denial of the rest of Scripture. You see 
this reflected in people who try to explain away the miracles, 
such as the crossing of the Red Sea, the burning bush, or a 
fish swallowing a man (to name but a few). But, these people 
do not stop there. They go on to explain away the miracles of 
Christ in the New Testament. Sometimes (and increasingly so), 
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even the virgin birth and the Resurrection are denied. Once one 
accepts Genesis as literal and understands it as foundational 
for the rest of Scripture, it is an easy step to accepting as truth 
the remainder of what the Bible says. I take the Bible literally 
unless it is obviously symbolic. Even where it is symbolic, the 
words and phrases used have a literal basis.

Many people use the example in Scripture where it says 
that Jesus is the door to say that we cannot take that literally. 
However, understanding the customs of  the times, we find 
that the shepherd used to sit in the gate and literally be the 
door. So, in this sense, Jesus is literally the door, just as the 
shepherd literally was the door. Too many people are quick 
to jump to conclusions concerning the literalness of Scripture 
without carefully considering the statement, the context, and 
the customs. When Scripture is meant to be taken symbolically 
or metaphorically, it is either obviously so from the context or 
we are told so.

Of course, many liberal theologians claim that the creation 
ministry is divisive. In that claim they certainly are correct; the 
truth always divides. As Christ said, He came with a sword to di-
vide: “For I am come to set a man at variance against his father, 
and the daughter against her mother, and the daughter-in-law 
against her mother-in-law” (Matt. 10:35). How many situations 
do you know where relationships have been broken because of 
the tension between living as a Christian and not living as one? 
Compromise is too often made with the Christian giving ground 
for the sake of peace and harmony. Jesus predicted strife, not 
peace at any price. In Luke 12:51, Jesus said, “Suppose ye that 
I am come to give peace on earth? I tell you, Nay: but rather 
division” (see also John 7:12, 43; 9:16; 10:19).

From a practical perspective, I find that students do not 
want somebody telling them the Bible is full of mistakes or that 
they cannot believe it. They want to hear that there are answers 
and that they can really know.

At one meeting a mother told me that her daughter was 
in the class I had spoken to at the local public school. Her 
daughter had told her that the thing that impressed the stu-
dents more than anything was the fact that I spoke with such 
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authority. They were impressed that I did not question God’s 
Word, but totally accepted it. It reminded me of the statement 
in the Scriptures: “The people were astonished at His doctrine: 
for He taught them as one having authority, and not as the 
scribes” (Matt. 7:28–29). Jesus was very authoritative and very 
dogmatic in the way He spoke. He did not preach various ways 
into heaven. He did not come and say that He believed He was 
one of the ways to eternal life. Jesus said, “I am the Way, the 
Truth and the Life” (John 14:6). I do not think Jesus would 
be accepted in many churches today if  He were to preach. He 
would be too divisive! It was little different two thousand years 
ago. Are we, as born-again Christians, who are the embodiment 
of Christ on earth today, too scared to proclaim the truth in 
case we are divisive?

I spoke to one particular church youth group on the 
importance of  Genesis. I was amazed at the youth leader, 
who, at the end of the program, told the young people how 
disappointed he was with my “low” view of Scripture. He said 
that I was trying to impose a perfect Bible on God and how 
inadequate this view of Scripture was. They, on the other hand, 
were prepared to accept that there were mistakes and problems 
in the Bible. This led to a very “high” view of Scripture. After 
this conversation, I decided that words were meaningless for 
this person.

Many people (particularly those of the younger genera-
tion) have commented on the lack of authoritative teaching. 
It is a sad indictment upon our church. What are they feeding 
their people?
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Chapter 8

THE EVILS OF
EVOLUTION

The following diagram and comments summarize 
thus far what has been said.

If  you accept a belief  in God as Creator, then you accept 
that there are laws, since He is the law-giver. God’s Law is the 
reflection of His holy character. He is the absolute authority, 
and we are under total obligation to Him. Laws are not a matter 
of our opinions, but rules given by the One who has the right to 
impose them upon us for our good and His own glory. He gives 
us principles as a basis for building our thinking in every area.

Accepting the God of creation tells us what life is all about. 
We know that God is the life-giver, that life has meaning and 
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purpose, and that all humans are created in the image of God 
and, therefore, are of great value and significance. God made us 
so that He could relate to us, love us, and pour out His blessing 
on us, and so that we could love Him in return.

On the other hand, if  you reject God and replace Him 
with another belief  that puts chance and random processes in 
the place of God, there is no basis for right or wrong. Rules 
become whatever you want to make them. There are no ab-
solutes — no principles that must be adhered to. People will 
write their own rules.

It must be understood that our world view is inevitably 
affected by what we believe concerning our origins and our 
destiny.

As the creation foundation is removed, we see the godly 
institutions also start to collapse. On the other hand, as the 
evolution foundation remains firm, the structures built on that 
foundation — lawlessness, homosexuality, abortion, etc., logi-
cally increase. We must understand this connection.

Many Christians recognize the degeneration that has oc-
curred in society. They see the collapse in Christian ethics and the 
increase in anti-God philosophies. They are well aware of the in-
crease of lawlessness, homosexuality, pornography, and abortion 
(and other products of humanistic philosophy), but they are at a 
loss to know why this is occurring. The reason they are in such a 
dilemma is that they do not understand the foundational nature 
of the battle. Creation versus evolution is the bottom line.

If  you find it hard to believe that evolution is related to the 
above issues, some basic research into history will demonstrate 
the connection clearly. In fact, I have not yet met one informed 
evolutionist who had disagreed with me concerning the relation-
ship of evolution to these particular moral issues. They might 
not necessarily agree that this should have happened, but they 
do agree that this is the way in which people have applied evo-
lution. It is important that you do not misunderstand what I 
am saying at this point. Certainly, evil, anti-God philosophies 
existed before Darwinian evolution. People aborted babies before 
Darwin popularized his view of evolution. However, what people 
believe about where they came from does affect their world view. 
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When people reject the God of creation, it affects how they view 
themselves, others, and the world in which they live.

Particularly in the Western nations, where Christian eth-
ics were once very prevalent, Darwinian evolution provided a 
justification for people not to believe in God and, therefore, 
to do those things which Christians would deem as wrong. As 
one non-Christian scientist said in a TV interview, “Darwinian 
evolution helped make atheism respectable.”

We are now going to consider a number of areas where 
evolution has been used to justify people’s attitudes and actions. 
This does not mean that Darwinian evolution is the cause of 
these attitudes or actions but rather has been used by people as 
a justification to make their particular philosophy “respectable” 
in their eyes. These are covered in more detail and documented 
in Dr. Henry Morris’s book, Creation and the Modern Christian. 
(See the list of resources at the end of this book for details.)

1. Nazism and evolution
Much has been written about one of fascism’s more infa-

mous sons, Adolf Hitler. His treatment of Jews may be attrib-
uted, at least in part, to his belief  in evolution. P. Hoffman, in 
Hitler’s Personal Security, said: “Hitler believed in struggle as 
a Darwinian principle of human life that forced every people 
to try to dominate all others; without struggle they would rot 
and perish. . . . Even in his own defeat in April 1945, Hitler 
expressed his faith in the survival of the stronger and declared 
the Slavic peoples to have proven themselves the stronger.”1

Sir Arthur Keith, the well-known evolutionist, explains how 
Hitler was only being consistent in what he did to the Jews — he 
was applying the principles of Darwinian evolution. In Evolution 
and Ethics, he said: “To see evolutionary measures and tribal 
morality being applied vigorously to the affairs of a great modern 
nation, we must turn again to Germany of 1942. We see Hitler 
devoutly convinced that evolution produces the only real basis 
for a national policy. . . . The means he adopted to secure the 
destiny of his race and people were organized slaughter, which 
has drenched Europe in blood. . . . Such conduct is highly im-
moral as measured by every scale of ethics, yet Germany justifies 
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it; it is consonant with tribal or evolutionary morality. Germany 
has reverted to the tribal past, and is demonstrating to the world, 
in their naked ferocity, the methods of evolution.”2

2. Racism and Evolution
Stephen J. Gould, in Natural History (April 1980, p. 144), 

said that “Recapitulation [the evolutionary theory which pos-
tulates that a developing embryo in its mother’s womb goes 
through evolutionary stages, such as the fish stage, etc., until it 
becomes human] provided a convenient focus for the pervasive 
racism of white scientists; they looked to the activities of their 
own children for comparison with normal, adult behavior in 
lower races” (brackets mine). Gould also concludes that the 
term “mongoloid” became synonymous with mentally defec-
tive people because it was believed the Caucasian race was 
more highly developed than the Mongoloid. Therefore, some 
thought that a mentally defective child was really a throwback 
to a previous stage in evolution.

The leading American paleontologist of  the first half  
of the 20th century, Henry Fairchild Osborne, adds fuel to 
the fire with his belief  that “The Negroid stock is even more 
ancient than the Caucasian and Mongolian. . . . The standard 
of intelligence of the average adult Negro is similar to that of 
the eleven year old of the species Homo sapiens.”3

Many of the early settlers of Australia considered the 
Australian Aborigines to be less intelligent than the “white 
man,” because aborigines had not evolved as far as whites on 
the evolutionary scale. In fact, the Hobart Museum in Tasmania 
(Australia) in 1984 listed this as one of the reasons why early 
white settlers killed as many aborigines as they could in that 
state. In 1924, the New York Tribune (Sunday, February 10) 
had a very large article telling their readers that the missing 
link had been found in Australia. The missing link referred to 
happened to be aborigines from the state of Tasmania.4

The incredible thing is that we live in a society that states 
it wants to be rid of racist attitudes. Yet we are conditioned to 
racist attitudes by our very education system, and the whole 
foundational basis for racism permeates people’s minds.
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It was the evolutionary view that convinced anthropolo-
gists there were different races of humans at different levels 
of intelligence and ability. It is the Christian view that teaches 
there is one race (in the sense that we all came from the same 
two humans, and therefore there are no lower or higher evolu-
tionary groups) and that all people are equal.

At one school a teacher said to her students that if  ape-like 
creatures had evolved into people, then this should be seen to 
be happening today. Some of the students told her that this was 
happening today because some aborigines are primitive and 
therefore, still evolving. Regrettably, in the children’s eyes the 
teaching of evolution had relegated the Australian Aborigines 
to a sub-human level.

3. Drugs and Evolution
Many people would not think of evolution as being in 

any way related to the taking of drugs. However, the follow-
ing letter of testimony from a man in Western Australia shows 
clearly this relationship.

At school, the theory of evolution was presented 
in such a way that none of us ever doubted it was 
scientific fact. Although the school was supposedly 
Christian, the biblical account of creation was pre-
sented as a kind of romantic fiction, not intended to 
convey literal truths about God, man or the cosmos. 
As a result, I assumed the Bible was unscientific, and 
therefore practically of little or no use.

It never occurred to me that evolution was only 
an assumption — a concept concocted in someone’s 
head — and I regret to say that I wasn’t sufficiently 
interested to go check out the so-called “facts” for 
myself. I assumed that reliable people had already 
done that.

After I left school, I began to put into practice 
the assumptions and presuppositions I’d picked up 
during childhood. My naive belief  in evolution had 
three important practical consequences:
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1. It strongly encouraged me to look to drugs as 
an ultimate source of comfort and creativity.

2. It led me to the conclusion that God, if  He 
was around at all, was a very distant and impersonal 
figure, separated from humanity by very great dis-
tances of space and time.

3. It led me to increasingly abandon the moral 
values I had been taught at home, because when man 
is viewed as an arbitrary by-product of Time + Mat-
ter + Chance, there is no logical reason for treating 
men or women as objects of dignity and respect, since 
in principle they are no different from the animals, 
trees, and rocks from which they supposedly came.

I want to elaborate on just one point, the 
great faith in dope that I had as a result of being 
convinced that evolution was “fact.” After leaving 
school, I became increasingly susceptible to drugs. 
Drug-taking seemed to me to make sense because 
in principle it fitted with what I’d been taught about 
the nature and origin of man. “From chemical reac-
tions hast thou come, and unto chemicals thou shalt 
return.” And so I did.

My faith in drugs as a source of comfort and 
creativity was almost unbreakable even after ten years 
of total devastation, during which my job, personal-
ity, and relationships had fallen apart. Even after I 
came to Christ, I still continued using drugs, or feel-
ing strongly drawn to them, until some Christians had 
pointed out the truth about man’s nature, origin, and 
destiny as recounted in Genesis. It was only when I 
perceived the truth of this, that my private love of 
drugs was completely and voluntarily abandoned. I 
now know that my hope is in the person of Jesus Christ, 
and in Him only. It’s no longer a platitude, but a living 
reality. I’m free, and it is the truth which has made me 
free — free from any desire for dope, free from the 
compelling faith I once had in chemicals as a result of 
believing a lie — the lie of evolution. I appeal to you 
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parents and teachers, to re-examine the evidence as 
I have done.”

4. Abortion and Evolution
Many will remember being taught at school that as an 

embryo develops in its mother’s womb it goes through a fish 
stage with gill slits, etc., and other evolutionary stages until it 
becomes human. In other words, the idea is that as the embryo 
develops it passes through all the evolutionary stages reflecting 
its ancestry. This theory of “embryonic recapitulation” was first 
proposed by a man called Ernest Haeckel. Not many people 
realize that this whole theory was an intentional deception. I 
quote, “But it still remains true that, in attempting to prove 
his law, Haeckel resorted to a series of dishonest distortions 
in making his illustrations. Branding them as dishonest is not 
too harsh, since Haeckel mentions where he originally procured 
some of his drawings without mentioning the alterations he 
made.”5

Eventually, Ernest Haeckel admitted this fraud, but the 
deplorable aspect is that this theory is still taught in many 
universities, schools, and colleges throughout the world. Admit-
tedly, evolutionists who have kept up with the latest writings 
know that this view is wrong and refrain from teaching it in 
their classes. However, in most of the popular school textbooks 
and reading materials this view is still promulgated in various 
forms, often very subtle.

As people accepted that the child developing in a mother’s 
womb was just an animal reflecting its evolutionary ancestry, 
there was less and less problem about destroying it. As evo-
lutionary ideas became more accepted, the easier it became 
to accept abortion. In fact, some abortion clinics in America 
have taken women aside to explain to them that what is being 
aborted is just an embryo in the fish stage of evolution, and that 
the embryo must not be thought of as human. These women 
are being fed outright lies.

Again, let me state here that abortion certainly existed be-
fore Darwin popularized his evolutionary theory. However, his 
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evolutionary theory has been used to give abortion its respect-
ability, and thus we see the great increase in abortion today.

5. Business Methods and Evolution
In the last half  of the 19th century, a widespread philoso-

phy known as “social Darwinism” dominated the thinking of 
many industrial tycoons of the era. They believed that because 
evolution was true in the biological sphere, the same methods 
should apply in the business world: survival of  the fittest, 
elimination of the weak, no love for the poor.

In 1985 one of Australia’s large banks (the National Aus-
tralia Bank), in a commemorative magazine concerning their 
merging with another bank, was using Darwinian principles of 
survival of the fittest to justify its merger. There are many other 
examples in history books of famous businessmen who have 
accepted evolutionism and applied it in the business field.

6. Male Chauvinism and Evolution
Many try to blame Christianity for the chauvinist attitude 

of many males in our society. They claim the Bible teaches that 
men are superior to women and that women are not equal to 
men. This, of course, is not true. The Bible teaches that men 
and women are equal, but they have different roles because of 
the way God created them and because of their reactions to the 
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temptation of the serpent (1 Tim. 2:12–14). In New Scientist, 
Eveleen Richards states: “In a period when women were begin-
ning to demand the suffrage, higher education and entrance 
to middle-class professions, it was comforting to know that 
women could never outstrip men; the new Darwinism scien-
tifically guaranteed it.” She went on in the article to say, “. . . 
an evolutionary reconstruction that centers on the aggressive, 
territorial, hunting male and relegates the female to submissive 
domesticity and the periphery of the evolutionary process.”6 In 
other words, some have used Darwinian evolution to justify that 
females are inferior. However, there are those in the feminist 
movement today who use evolution to try to justify that females 
are superior. There are even those who use evolution to justify 
children’s rights. When you think about this, any theory that 
justifies either male or female supremacy justifies neither.

Christian women need to realize that the radical feminist 
movement is pervaded by evolutionist philosophy. Christian 
women need to be alert and not be deceived by such an anti-
God movement.

A whole book could be written about the justification 
of many of the evils we see today from a foundational accep-
tance of evolutionary philosophy. But at this stage people start 
saying to me, “Are you blaming evolution for all the evils in 
society?” My answer is, “Yes and no.” No — because it is not 
primarily evolution that is to blame, but the rejection of God 
as Creator. As people reject the God of creation and therefore 
reject His rules, they abandon Christian ethics and accept 
beliefs in accordance with their own opinions. Yes — because, 
in a very real sense, the justification for people rejecting the 
God of creation is the so-called “scientific” view of evolution. 
Evolution is the main justification today for rejecting belief  in 
divine creation.

The following illustration is my favorite, and beautifully 
summarizes what this book is all about.

On the left we see the foundation of evolution. The castle 
built upon it is entitled “humanism.” Associated with the hu-
manist structure are the issues we have been discussing. On 
the right we see the foundation of creation, and built upon 
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that is the castle entitled “Christianity.” As part of the foun-
dation collapses, the structure starts to collapse. However, on 
the Christian structure, the cannons are either aimed at each 
other, aimed nowhere, or aimed at the issues of humanism, but 
certainly not aimed at the foundation called evolution.

Christians are fighting a war, but they don’t know where 
to fight it or how to aim their guns. This is the real problem. If  
we want to see the structure of humanism collapse (which any 
thinking Christian must), then we have to re-aim the cannons 
at the foundation of evolution. It is only when the foundation 
is destroyed that the structure will collapse.

You will notice that one cannon is taking potshots at the 
issues of humanism represented as balloons. Here is another 
aspect that Christians must consider very carefully. Many might 
even agree to fight against such issues as abortion, sexual im-
morality, pornography, and so on. But if  we attack only at the 
level of these issues and not the motivation for their popularity, 
we are not going to be successful. Even if  the laws are changed 
in our society to outlaw abortion, but the reason abortion 
has become acceptable (evolution) has not been attacked or 
destroyed, the next generation will be even more conditioned 
to evolution and simply change the law again. If  the Church 
wants to be successful in changing society’s attitudes toward 
abortion, pornography, and homosexuality, it is going to have 
to fight the issue at a foundational level. The foundational basis 
of evolution needs to be destroyed and the foundational basis 
of creation restored to its rightful place of importance.

Another way of summing up what is happening is seen in 
the following illustration.

You can see in the diagram on the following page that the 
boat “Christianity” has had its hull “SS Creation” holed by 
torpedoes of “Evolution” from the submarine “Humanism.” 
Notice the ship, “Christianity.” The Christians are looking 
around and endeavoring to discover why the boat is sinking. 
They are bailing hard, but the boat is sinking faster than they 
can actually bail. Their mistake lies in not realizing the subver-
sive nature of the attack — the ship’s “foundations” are being 
shot to pieces.
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Dear reader, there is a war raging. We are soldiers of the 
King. It is our responsibility to be out there fighting for the 
King of kings and Lord of lords. We are the King’s army. But 
are we using the right weapons? Are we fighting the battle where 
it really matters? Unfortunately, many Christians have what 
would be viewed militarily as a totally ridiculous strategy. They 
do not fight the battle where it rages. They are not fighting on 
the real battleground. They have no hope of winning. When 
are Christians in the nations around our world going to wake 
up to the fact that we need to re-aim our weapons and aggres-
sively and actively fight the issue of evolution by restoring the 
foundation of creation?

In Western nations most churches compromise with evolu-
tion. Many theological and Bible colleges teach that the issue 
of creation/evolution does not matter. They teach that you can 
believe in both evolution and the Bible because you do not have 
to bother about taking Genesis literally. This compromising 
stand is helping to destroy the very structure they claim to want 
to remain in society — the structure of Christianity. Chapter 
10 challenges all those involved in pastoral and teaching posi-
tions in our churches to take a positive stand for the God of 
creation and thus oppose the anti-God philosophies that are 
destroying our nations.
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Chapter 9

Evangelism in
a Pagan World

There is a war going on in society — a very real 
battle. The war is Christianity versus humanism, but we must 
wake up to the fact that, at the foundational level, it’s really 
creation versus evolution.

Having agreed on all this, however, we must remember that 
our enemies are not the humanists and evolutionists themselves, 
but the powers of darkness that have deceived them. We must 
demonstrate grace toward humanists and evolutionists and let 
them see clearly in us the fruits of the Spirit — in all we say, 
write, and do.

When Christians understand the foundational nature of 
the battle, it is a key that unlocks for them the reasons for the 
happenings in society. It is also a key to unlock an approach 
to society enabling us to combat its increasingly anti-Christian 
emphasis.

It wasn’t so very long ago that biblical creation was the 
basis of our society. Creation was taught in the universities and 
the school system. People automatically sent their children to 
Sunday school or similar places, so they would learn Christian 
absolutes. Even people who were not Christians, by and large, 
respected and obeyed these laws based upon the Bible. Sexual 
deviancy in all areas was outlawed. Abortion, in most instances, 
was considered murder.
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But, what happened? Charles Darwin popularized the 
theory of evolution. (There have always been evolutionary views 
opposing the true record of creation. Darwin did not originate 
the idea of evolution — he just popularized a particular version 
of it.) Evolution was promoted as science, but it is not science 
— it is a belief  system about the past. The Church was caught 
off  guard because it did not know how to handle the situation. 
Because they did not understand the true nature of science, 
many people believed that Darwinian evolution was science. 
And so this view of origins began to permeate our society.

Atheistic evolution is a belief  system that says there is 
no God. We are a result of chance. No one owns us; we own 
ourselves. Non-Christians easily accept this view because the 
Bible tells us that men love darkness rather than light, as they 
are sinful creatures (John 3:19).

As stated in the previous chapter, the clash we see in our 
society at present is the clash between the religion of Christi-
anity with its creation basis (and therefore absolutes) and the 
religion of humanism with its evolutionary basis and its rela-
tive morality that says “anything goes.” What can we do about 
it? We must preach the gospel. This means teaching the whole 
counsel of God to ensure that Jesus Christ is given the glory due 
His name. But what is the gospel? Many don’t really understand 
the full substance of the gospel. This gospel consists of:

1. The foundational teachings: Jesus Christ is Creator and 
He made man; man rebelled against God, and sin therefore 
entered the world; God placed upon man the curse of death.

2. The power of the gospel and what is central to the 
gospel: Jesus Christ, the Creator, came and suffered the same 
curse of death on a cross and was raised from the dead (thus 
conquering death); all those who came to Him in repentance for 
their sin (rebellion) can come back to the perfect love relation-
ship with God that was forfeited in the Garden of Eden.

3. The hope of the gospel: the whole of creation is suffering 
the effects of sin and is slowly running down; all things are to 
be restored (the consummation of all things) when Jesus Christ 
comes to complete His work of redemption and reconciliation 
(Col. 1; 2 Pet. 3).
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Many people use 1 Corinthians 15 as a passage that defines 
the gospel and claim that it only talks about Jesus Christ being 
crucified and raised from the dead. However, in 1 Corinthians 
15:12–14 Paul says: “Now if  Christ be preached that He rose 
from the dead, how say some among you that there is no resur-
rection of the dead? But if  there be no resurrection of the dead, 
then is Christ not risen: and if  Christ is not risen, then is our 
preaching vain, and your faith is also vain.” In other words, 
Paul is talking about the people who do not believe the Resur-
rection. But now have a look at the tack Paul takes. In verse 
21, he goes back to Genesis and explains the origin of sin. “For 
since by man came death, by man came also the resurrection 
of the dead.” He sets the foundational reason as to why Jesus 
Christ came and died on the cross. It is important to realize 
that the gospel consists of the foundational aspects as well 
as the other elements as outlined above. Therefore, to preach 
the gospel without the message of Christ as Creator and the 
entrance of sin and death is to preach a gospel without a foun-
dation. To preach a gospel without the message of Christ and 
His crucifixion and resurrection is to preach a gospel without 
power. To preach a gospel without the message of the coming 
kingdom is to preach a gospel without hope. All these aspects 
constitute the gospel. Therefore, to understand the gospel mes-
sage properly we must understand all aspects.
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Methods of Evangelism
Many Christians feel that it is sufficient to preach concern-

ing the death of Christ for our sin, the need for repentance, 
and the receiving of Christ as Saviour, leaving the outworking 
to the Holy Spirit. However, it is quite evident that the Early 
Church evangelists used different presentations according to 
the people they found before them. Examples abound in Acts 
and the Gospels:

John 4 — Jesus used the “living water” approach 
at the well.

Acts 2 — Peter used the explanation of  the 
circumstances of the Day of Pentecost as a starting 
point.

Acts 3 — Peter used the healing of the lame 
man to speak of God’s power.

Acts 7 — Stephen gave a history lesson to the 
Sanhedrin.

Acts 13 — Paul preached Jesus as the Christ in 
the synagogue.

Acts 14 and 17 — Paul preached the Creator 
God to the Gentiles.

The Lord has raised up creation ministries worldwide so 
that all necessary methods for evangelizing our society will 
be available. The Lord has provided us with a phenomenally 
powerful tool that must be used today — creation evangelism. 
The main reason, we believe, that the Church is so relatively 
ineffective is a direct result of not evangelizing correctly. The 
Church is proclaiming the message of the Cross and Christ, but 
it is not as effective as it used to be. We also read in the New 
Testament (1 Cor. 1:23) that the preaching of the Cross was 
foolishness to the Gentiles (Greeks), but only a stumbling block 
to the Jews. We need to take a lesson from the New Testament. 
In Acts 14 and 17, we are given two specific approaches to the 
Greeks. It was a different method from that used for the Jews. 
When Paul went to the Greeks, he didn’t start preaching about 
Jesus Christ and the Cross. The Greeks believed in a form of 

Lie, The.indb   116 4/19/07   9:27:09 AM



EVANGELISM IN A PAGAN WORLD

117

evolution and, in their eyes, there was no one Creator God who 
had authority over them.

There are only two types of views about origins: evolu-
tionary or creationist. If  one does not believe that there is an 
infinite being who created all, the only alternative is that some 
form of evolution must apply.

When we think about this very carefully, we can begin to 
understand why Paul needed to approach the Greeks on the 
basis of creation. The Greeks, who did not believe in God as 
Creator but rather a form of evolution, had the wrong basis and, 
therefore, the wrong framework of thinking about this world. 
Consequently, to them the preaching of the Cross was utter 
foolishness. Paul realized that before he could preach about Jesus 
Christ he had to establish the basis upon which he could build 
the rest of the gospel. So, he established creation as a foundation 
and from there preached the message of Jesus Christ.

Whenever the Jews were approached, it was not with the 
message of creation first, but the teaching of Christ and the Cross. 
The Jews already had the right foundation because they believed 
in God as Creator; therefore, they had the right framework of 
thinking. Even so, many refused to accept who Jesus was.

It’s about time the modern Church came to grips with 
a society that is more “Greek” than “Jewish” in outlook. In 
fact, the modern Church itself  is largely more “Greek” than 
“Jewish.” Whereas, in the past, the creation basis was evident 
in society and people were less ignorant of Christian doctrine, 
late 20th century man knows little of that. We have to come 
to grips with the fact that evolution has become one of the 
biggest barriers to today’s people being receptive to the gospel 
of Jesus Christ. We have many letters from people indicating 
that they would not listen to the claims of Christianity because 
they thought evolution had proved it to be wrong.

We must appreciate that there are whole generations of 
students coming through an educational system who know noth-
ing of the Bible. They have never heard about creation, Noah’s 
flood, or the message of the Cross. It is hard to believe that there 
are literally millions of people in Western society who don’t have 
this background, but it is becoming increasingly obvious.
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When I was working at the office of the Creation Science 
Foundation in Brisbane, Australia, we called a florist to send 
one of my secretaries a bouquet of flowers to cheer her up. The 
young girl on the other end of the phone was told three times, in 
very clear English, what to write on the card to be delivered with 
the flowers: John 14, verse 27. When the card arrived, the girl 
had handwritten the following message, “John 14 birth 27.” This 
young woman had no understanding of the Bible or Christianity 
and so did not have any idea what that request was all about. 
My secretary was able to decipher the message easily enough 
(she knows the verse by heart) and was somewhat cheered by 
the strange presentation. This is a humorous but sad reflection 
on what so many young people of today are becoming.

In an increasing number of instances, it is apparent that 
before we can effectively proclaim the message of Christ we 
must establish the creation foundation upon which the rest of 
the gospel can be built.

Let me be emphatic here. The doctrine of  the cross, 
though regarded as absurd and powerless by non-Christians, 
has more power and wisdom than anything that ever proceeded 
from man. The preaching of this doctrine is the great means 
of salvation. To this, all other teachings, however important, 
are either preparatory or subordinate. The doctrine of Christ 
crucified produces effects that nothing short of divine power 
can accomplish. So, in saying that we need to start from the 
foundational basis of creation, I am not detracting from the 
message of the Cross. What I am attempting to show is that 
there is a particular method of approach that is necessary when 
presenting the gospel message to certain people. The beliefs 
that they hold can be barriers to their even listening when you 
preach the message of the Cross.

Perhaps, too, we should rethink the method prevalent in 
Christian circles of handing unbelievers numerous copies of the 
New Testament, Psalms, and Proverbs. If  they were directed to 
Genesis 1 through 11, as well as the New Testament, the basis 
would be provided for the gospel presentation in the same sense 
as Paul used it in Acts 14 and 17. We believe there would be 
greater effectiveness in the lives of those who read these Bible 
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portions — a greater preparedness to accept the whole of the 
Word of God as truthful and inerrant.

Evolution as a barrier can also be seen in Moslem coun-
tries. On one occasion, I was speaking to a Christian Egyptian 
who told me that Islam is a creation-based religion, but the 
teaching of evolution in schools in Egypt caused many young 
people to totally reject this religion. It is interesting to see that 
another creation-based religion has the same problem with evo-
lution. This should make it even more obvious to Christians that 
evolution is a barrier to people believing in a Creator God.

I have seen this problem in the public school system. Stu-
dents would often say such things as, “Sir, how can you believe 
the Bible is true when it says God created Adam and Eve? We 
know that has been proved wrong by science.” Evolution, I 
believe, is one of the biggest barriers to people today being 
receptive to the gospel of Jesus Christ. Many people (who previ-
ously would not consider Christianity) have come to listen to the 
message of Christianity after these barriers were removed.

For example, a high school student wrote:

I thank God for the creation science seminar at 
our senior high school. The information was up to 
date, relevant, and created much discussion. After 
the seminar various students said they believed what 
was said. Certainly they felt the speaker made more 
sense about how everything began than much of what 
they had heard at the school. Without the visit of the 
Creation Science Foundation many people would still 
regard the evolution lie as a fact. Many students, who 
used to believe in evolution, now believe the Genesis 
account thanks to creation science. Creation science 
has a great mission field and a great role to play in 
schools. It’s up to individuals like me to continue to 
be faithful to the message they bring and extend the 
great work done.

This student also said that as a result of the visit, students 
who previously scoffed at him for being a Christian were now 
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interested in finding out more about the Creator. I have heard 
this testimony many, many times during my years in the creation 
evangelism ministry.

If God’s people do not take up the tool of creation evange-
lism and use it, we will suffer the consequences of an ineffective 
method of proclaiming the truth. This is why creation ministries 
are so important today. They deal with the foundations upon 
which Christianity depends — the foundations that have been 
removed to a great extent from our society.

As this message has been preached throughout Australia, 
the United States, and other places around the world, we have 
seen people take the thoughts and publications and challenge 
others in the area of creation. When confronted on that issue, 
they have been found to be open to the gospel, whereas previ-
ously they would just scoff  when the subject of Christ was 
raised. By the grace of God, creation evangelism works!

When new converts come into a church, they should be 
led in a Bible study on the Book of Genesis. They will learn 
exactly what Christianity is all about and will learn the basis for 
all Christian doctrine. Results do come from simply preaching 
about Christ and the Cross in our society today because there is 
still a remnant of the creation basis for that preaching. But this 
remnant is disappearing very quickly, and thus the response is 
far less today than in the past. It is time we woke up and used 
the tools that the Lord has provided to evangelize a society 
that has become like the ancient Greeks. It is time to restore 
the foundations of Christianity.

A good example of creation evangelism at work can be 
summarized in the letter we received from an excited young 
university student:

I would like to thank you for your ministry as 
you help people understand that Jesus actually cre-
ated this world.

I want to share a testimony which I pray will 
encourage you in your fight against evolution.

My father, for sixty-five years had been an 
atheist, always had been an atheist, always quick 
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to knock down anyone’s beliefs concerning God in 
general, but especially if  they claimed that God had 
made the world. Dad thought the Bible was illogi-
cal and a book for the simple in mind. “How could 
it contain any truth?” he questioned. Dad assumed 
that evolution was the only possible scientific way to 
explain the formation of the earth.

Sensing this spiritual attack, my faithful mother 
prayed for twenty years for Dad’s mind to open to the 
truth and for this deception to be broken. Two years 
ago, when I was eighteen and had been a Christian 
for three years, I decided to go to a creation science 
seminar. I can’t tell you how impressed I was with 
these Bible-believing Christians presenting scientific 
truth about creation. It made my faith in God’s Word 
increasingly stronger and I was overjoyed that I could 
take a scientific stand to explain how God created 
the world.

At the bookstand at the seminar I bought several 
books and magazines. One in particular was Bone of 
Contention. I loved reading this magazine so much that 
I encouraged Dad to read it. Skeptically, he took it and 
started reading it. Three days after, I asked him what 
he thought about it. To my surprise he stated that it re-
ally made him think. At this opening, I then proceeded 
to give him the other books I had bought.

A few weeks later Dad was making statements 
like “never knew there were so many holes in the evo-
lutionary theory. There must have been an Almighty 
Being who created the world.” Each new day Jesus 
began to piece together the puzzle in Dad’s mind con-
cerning creation and the claim of Jesus on his life. A 
few weeks later an evangelist came to our church. The 
same night Dad decided to go. The evangelist spoke 
on creation versus evolution. God’s timing is perfect! 
That night Dad accepted Jesus Christ into his heart as 
his personal Saviour! I praise God that He can take 
a lost soul off  the highway to hell and set him on the 
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path to life simply because an understanding of how 
God created the world was formed in his mind!

Thanks, Creation Science Foundation, for 
teaching people about creation. I want to encourage 
you in your fight against Satan. The Lord is doing 
wonderful things as a result of your effort.

The Lord has not just called us to tear down the barri-
ers of evolution, but to help to restore the foundation of the 
gospel in our society. If  churches took up the tool of creation 
evangelism in society we would see a stemming of the tide of 
humanistic philosophy, which is making our nations more 
pagan with each passing day.

In Australia’s Christian newspaper, New Life, Thursday, 
April 15, 1982, Josef Ton, who was a pastor of the largest Baptist 
church in Romania and is now living in exile in the United States, 
stated: “I came to the conclusion that there were two factors 
which destroyed Christianity in Western Europe. One was the 
theory of evolution, and the other, liberal theology. . . . Liberal 
theology is just evolution applied to the Bible and our faith.”

It is also worth noting the comment in the book By Their 
Blood: Christian Martyrs of the 20th Century, by James and 
Marti Helfley:

New philosophies and theologies from the 
West also helped to erode Chinese confidence in 
Christianity. A new wave of so-called missionaries 
from mainline Protestant denominations came 
teaching evolution and a non-supernatural view of 
the Bible. Methodist, Presbyterian, Congregational, 
and Northern Baptist schools were especially hard 
hit. Bertrand Russell came from England preaching 
atheism and socialism. Destructive books brought 
by such teachers further undermined orthodox 
Christianity. The Chinese intelligentsia who had been 
schooled by orthodox evangelical missionaries were 
thus softened for the advent of Marxism (emphasis 
mine). Evolution is destroying the church and society 
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today, and Christians need to be awakened to that 
fact.1

Sowing and Reaping
Think about the parable of the sower of the seed (Matt. 

13:3–23). When the seed fell on rocky and thorny ground, it 
could not grow. It only grew when it fell on prepared ground. 
We throw the seed out: that represents the gospel. It is fall-
ing on the thorny ground and rocky ground of evolutionary 
philosophy. The gospel needs prepared ground. Creation 
evangelism enables us to prepare the ground so the good seed 
can be scattered and a great harvest reaped. Imagine what 
would happen if  our churches really stood up for creation in 
our society! Creation evangelism is one of the means whereby 
we could see revival.

We are not suggesting that a true revival can be engineered 
by simply adopting certain clever human strategies. Revival is 
essentially the sovereign work of God pouring out His Spirit. 
But the history of the Church suggests that God’s movement 
in this area is related to the faithful prayer of His people and 
to the faithful preaching of the gospel, giving due honor to 
God and His Word. Note the nature of the “everlasting gospel” 
preached by the angel in Revelation 14:7: “Fear God, and give 
glory to Him for the hour of His judgment: and worship Him 
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that made heaven, and earth, and the sea, and the fountains of 
waters.” Can the body of Christ really expect a great outpouring 
of God’s Spirit in revival while we tolerate and compromise 
with a religious system (evolution) that was set up primarily 
to deny God the glory and worship due to Him as the great 
Creator, Judge and Redeemer?

As a result of the creation science ministry, many people 
who previously would not listen to the gospel have realized 
that evolution is not proven scientific fact. They have heard the 
message of creation and redemption, and they have committed 
their lives to our Lord Jesus Christ. Large numbers of Christians 
have testified that their faith in the Scriptures has been restored. 
Instead of coming to the Bible with doubts, they know that it 
really is the Word of God. They can share the facts of Christian-
ity with their neighbors and friends without wondering whether 
the Bible can be trusted. Christians have also had their eyes 
opened to the truth that to comprehend Christianity they have 
to understand the foundational Book of Genesis.

After hearing me preach on this particular topic, a min-
ister at one church informed his congregation that he had not 
realized before what he had been doing in his ministry in at-
tempting to combat humanistic philosophy. He was, as it were, 
“cutting the tops off  the weeds.” The weeds kept growing back 
bigger and better than before. After listening to the message 
on creation evangelism, he realized this was simply not good 
enough. He had to remove the pestilence, roots and all. The 
creation ministry is a plowing ministry: plowing up the ground, 
getting rid of the barrier of evolution (getting rid of the weeds), 
and preparing the ground for the seed to be planted.

The following are excerpts from a few of the many thou-
sands of letters that have come across my desk during my in-
volvement with creation ministries. As you read these, notice the 
way in which people’s lives have been affected by the message 
that this book details. The letters speak for themselves.

“I would like to simply say keep up the good work. I will 
never be able to thank you enough for bringing the seminar to 
me. Since that day, I feel like you pulled a huge blind from in 
front of me.” Mr. G.
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“Thanks for your sound advice in encouraging a brother 
who I mentioned had made a stand after me as a result of 
the creation science seminar. I am now very pleased to say 
that I enjoy fellowship with another brother in the Lord as 
I have watched, in amazement, the consistent accelerating 
growth he has experienced over the months that have passed 
since your last visit. Seldom these days do we hear a mes-
sage of such significance and relevance to the 20th century, 
where we are confronted with a society where most people 
haven’t a clue as to where society came from and, as a result, 
haven’t a clue where society is going. The modern philoso-
phy appears to be ‘let’s live for today.’ The whole problem
being we don’t want to learn from the past, the way men have 
lived and the results of their lifestyle because when we look at 
the past we see how fragile the whole life is, showing the depen-
dency on a God this generation appears to exclude.” Mr. P.

“I would like you to know how exciting and beneficial it 
has been to read your material and listen to the tapes. It has so 
increased my faith in my God, through the understanding of 
His Bible, especially in the Book of Genesis. I have just led a 
group of women in my church through a study of creation versus 
evolution, and have been really encouraged by the interest and 
response. I must confess I find it hard to be diplomatic, and not 
shout my new-found knowledge from the rooftops!” Mrs. L.

You may be encouraged to know that following the Cre-
ation Science Men’s Breakfast held at the local church, my 
elderly neighbor became very interested in Christianity and 
after a few long chats, church services, and discussions, he 
became a Christian. He was baptized last year and is now an 
active, seeking member of the church. His thirst to read the 
Scriptures puts me to shame, his face seems to glow now. He 
has been transformed totally!” Mr. P.

“I wish to share with you as part of my testimony. Almost 
a year ago I trusted in the Lord Jesus Christ as my personal 
Saviour, partly as a result of the creation science ministry. As a 
consequence, the Lord had led me from the secular, evolution-
ary, humanistic state education system to a Christian school. 
My personal thanks to your ministry.” Mr. H.
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“As a former theistic evolutionist I now realize, thanks to 
the witness of creation science materials supporting the literal, 
historical accuracy of the Genesis record of creation, that the 
evolution theory of origins is a false teaching.” Mr. D.

“My son Brendan (eight years old) has made a commit-
ment of his life to our Saviour, Jesus. I realize that he does not 
fully understand the depth of what he has done, but the expe-
rience was very emotional for him, and he was sincere. May 
God guide me in training him further. I give thanks to your 
organization for the literature I have been able to purchase. 
This material from you increased my faith and I am sure it has 
been the inducement for my son’s spiritual growth. I just can’t 
thank you people enough.” Mr. N.

“Thank you for sending me your publications. I described 
many of the discoveries in them and lent the material to my 
friend who is an electrical engineering student whom I tutor 
in mathematics. He, too, has found them very fascinating. This 
made him open to the gospel, and he told me that he desired 
to read the Bible and other literature. I was only too happy to 
help. He intends to make his commitment to the Lord Jesus. 
All this happened through your publications.” Mr. J.

“The time you spoke at the Baptist church on the relevance 
of creation — the message directed at Christians — there was a 
hardened atheist in the audience who had been prayed for and 
witnessed to for years. He came to the Lord that night after 
you left. God is really using this ministry.” Mr. W.

“As a university lecturer in physiology, I was once an ar-
dent evolutionist. I was in love with the theory and accepted 
it as fact, but not any more. Special creation is a belief, and 
likewise the theories of evolution are beliefs. These beliefs are 
about something that happened in the past; something that 
cannot be repeated, and therefore cannot be actually proven. As 
scientists seeking the truth, then, we are obligated to consider 
the evidence supporting each of the alternatives — to openly 
consider which model or belief  best fits the observable facts.

“When I became a ‘born-again’ Christian, a whole wonder-
ful new life opened up for me. It was then that I began to ques-
tion the theories of evolution, but I was not willing to change 
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from evolutionist to creationist unless I could be convinced 
that scientific evidence justified that change.

“Literature presenting the scientific case for creation, as 
against evolution, is not widely available because of the general 
acceptance of evolution in our society. When I found that lit-
erature, however, I realized that evidence from all branches of 
science very clearly supports the Bible account of creation and 
a catastrophic, worldwide flood, rather than any of the theories 
of evolution. A growing number of eminently qualified scientists 
in this and other countries are of this same opinion.” Dr. M.

In addition to the many letters, I can also provide tes-
timony to many incidents that have occurred as a result of 
creation speakers conducting programs throughout the world. 
A few of these incidents are listed below.

A young man informed us that he had brought five non-
Christians to a seminar that the Creation Science Foundation 
had conducted. Two weeks later, they all committed their lives 
to the Lord! He informed us it was the creation science seminar 
that the Lord used to bring them to himself.

At another church, a lady came and told us that she had 
bought materials we recommended at that church last year. 
After she took them home to her husband, who had never 
attended church, he had read the materials and had been at-
tending church ever since.

In New Zealand a man approached us and said, “I have 
attended this church for 55 years and never heard a message 
anything like that.” The message was the relevance of creation 
to understanding the Bible, the creation ordinances and the 
whole matter of the good earth, the Fall, and the necessity of 
the death of Jesus Christ for the salvation of mankind.

In the United States, similar responses to the creation 
ministries have been experienced over many years. The Institute 
for Creation Research also has had thousands of letters from 
people whose lives have been changed!

Creation evangelism is successful. So successful, in fact, 
that creation ministries are growing rapidly around the world. 
Ministries like the Institute for Creation Research in the United 
States and the Answers in Genesis in Australia are not able to 

Lie, The.indb   127 4/19/07   9:27:15 AM



THE LIE: EVOLUTION

128

keep up with the workload from the ever-increasing demand for 
their services. Lives are being changed. People are coming to know 
the Lord Jesus Christ as Saviour. The foundations of creation 
are being restored little by little. Are you, dear reader, a part of 
this growing, exciting, and vital ministry in these last days?

We can only exclaim with the Psalmist in his words in 
Psalm 119:

Thy word have I hid in my heart, that I might 
not sin against Thee (verse 11).

Oh how love I thy law! It is my meditation 
(verse 97).

I have more understanding than all my teachers: 
for Thy testimonies are my meditation (verse 99).

Through Thy precepts I get understanding: 
therefore I hate every false way (verse 104).

Thy word is a lantern unto my feet, and a light 
unto my path (verse 105).

The entrance of Thy words giveth light: it giveth 
understanding unto the simple (verse 130).

Thy word is very pure: therefore Thy servant 
loveth it (verse 140).

Thy law is the truth (verse 142).
Thy commandments are my delights (verse 

143).
All Thy commandments are truth (verse 151).
Thy word is true from the beginning (verse 

160).
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Chapter 10

Wake Up,
Shepherds!

Much opposition to the creation ministry comes from 
within the church, particularly from those who have compro-
mised with evolutionism and those who hold to liberal theology. 
First, please understand that I do not want to sound as if  I 
am hitting too hard at those who have compromised between 
evolutionism and the Bible. Many people simply do not under-
stand the real issues involved. They really believe scientists have 
proven evolution and every related issue. For many people, a 
belief  in such positions as theistic evolution, the Gap Theory, 
and progressive creation came out of sheer pressure from their 
belief that scientists had proved many, if  not all, aspects of evo-
lution. Until relatively recently, Christians had not conducted 
a great deal of scientific research to be able to explain all the 
problems with the theory of evolution. For many, holding to 
the aforementioned compromises gave some ability to cope 
with a confusing array of supposed “facts.”

At one seminar, a lady told me that evolutionism had 
destroyed her faith in the Scriptures. She had such an empti-
ness in her life that she cried to the Lord and prayed for a 
solution to this problem. She was finding it impossible to trust 
the Scriptures. She was led to a library and happened to find 
a book on the Gap Theory. (The Gap Theory basically allows 
for billions of years between Genesis 1:1 and Genesis 1:2.) She 
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was thrilled at this explanation and set about rebuilding her 
Christian life. At the end of the seminar, she came to me and 
exclaimed what a thrill it was to know she did not have to believe 
the Gap Theory. She did say, though, that the Lord used the 
Gap Theory to bring her out of a situation that was caused by 
evolutionism. Now she could totally trust the Bible.

There have been many great Christian men and women 
in past generations who promoted the Gap Theory or theistic 
evolution. However, now that we can show the real nature of 
evolutionist scientific research and can see the powerful evi-
dence supporting the Bible in every area, there is no need to 
cling to these positions of compromise. Not only is there no 
need, but it is imperative that Christians give up these positions 
and accept the Bible as the authoritative Word of God.

James 3:1 warns us: “Be not many masters, knowing that 
we shall receive the greater condemnation.”

I am appealing to all Christian leaders to consider seriously 
their beliefs about the question of creation/evolution. One ex-
ample, which I quoted earlier, described a visit to a school and 
the resultant openness of the students to the gospel message. I 
shared the testimony of a young student from that school. One 
of the things I did not mention was the virulent opposition of 
two ministers from that district who tried to bar my entrance 
to the school. Their reason? They said I would only confuse the 
students. They indicated that I had no right to insist that the Bible 
be taken literally. If  they had been successful in their endeavor, 
many of those students would not now be open to the gospel.

At another school one of the local ministers spent a great 
deal of time obtaining special permission for the creation sci-
ence team to speak to some of the classes. Another local min-
ister went to the school and demanded the right to speak after 
we had spoken. He told the students that he was a Christian 
and a minister of religion, and then appealed to them not to 
believe what we were saying. He said he believed in evolution 
and did not believe Genesis was true.

Such events have occurred many times during my experi-
ence as a creation ministries’ speaker. Again and again, we hear 
ministers claim that we would only confuse students and so 
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should not be allowed into schools. These ministers are oblivi-
ous to the fact that students are being told there is no God and 
everything (including man) is a result of random chance. Our 
message is simple. We are telling the students there is a God, 
that He is Creator, and the Bible can be trusted. How can men, 
who are supposed to be caring pastors, prefer that students be 
told there is no God? These men have no faith in their own 
pilgrimage. How can they ever hope to shepherd others? They 
should actually visit the school and ask the students what the 
teaching of evolutionism is doing to them.

In one church school in Tasmania, Australia, the official 
position was to teach evolution with God added to it. The local 
bishop tried his hardest to prevent my visit to the school, but 
one of the teachers was allowed to present the creationist posi-
tion to the class, and he invited me as a special speaker. At the 
conclusion of my presentation, 69 of the 70 girls surrounded 
me and verbally attacked my stand on creation. They shouted 
statements such as: “There is no God!” “Buddhism is better 
than Christianity!” “Evolution is true!” “You can’t trust the 
Bible!” “The Bible is full of mistakes!” “We are not interested 
in what you have to say.” Because of the compromise with 
evolutionism, they were even less open to God’s Word than 
public school students. They attended a “church” school. Why 
wouldn’t they know the “truth?” So far as they were concerned, 
they already had all the answers. One young girl, however, came 
to me with tears in her eyes. She thanked me for the foundation 
given her faith. She said she was a Bible-believing Christian 
and that she found it very hard to be in that particular school, 
as the teachers were attempting to destroy her faith in Christi-
anity. They had obviously weakened the faith of many of the 
other girls in the class.

During a question time at one church, the minister raised 
a vital question. Because there was no Christian school in the 
district that taught from the creationist perspective, should 
parents be advised to send their children to the local public 
school with its known anti-Christian philosophy or to the 
compromising Christian school? There was silence as the con-
gregation awaited my answer.
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What was my answer? Send their children to a church 
school which compromised with evolution and only taught a 
secular philosophy or to the local public school? My first answer 
was, “I would send them to neither — I would keep them home!” 
Of course, this is becoming a real option for many parents today, 
and the home school movement is growing. However, I did go 
on to add that it was easier in one sense to tell the students they 
were being taught an anti-Christian philosophy in the public 
school. A church school that is supposedly Christian but has 
compromised with secular philosophy is no different from the 
public schools, except that it purports to be Christian.

The Lord makes this clear to us in Revelation 3:15–16. In 
reference to the compromising church, we read: “I know thy 
works, that thou art neither cold nor hot: I would thou wert cold 
or hot. So then because thou art then lukewarm, and neither 
cold nor hot, I will spew thee out of my mouth.”

This is probably the reason why we often get a far better 
response to our ministry in public schools than in compromis-
ing Christian schools.

Pastors! Theologians! Ministers! You must be aware of what 
evolution is doing to students’ minds. You must be aware of what is 
happening in the school system. There are fewer children attend-
ing our church education programs. There are fewer children 
interested in religious education in schools. In many schools, 
religious education classes are not allowed any more. Look at 
it practically. Is your compromise position working? It is not!

Some of the opposition we encounter could be seen in the 
interview on Australian radio on May 16, 1984, with Rev. Colin 
Honey, a Uniting Church minister and master of Kingswood 
College at the University of Western Australia. Rev. Honey was 
asked if  he saw a fundamental confusion between Christianity 
and simple-mindedness. He replied, “I guess there will be in 
people’s minds, if  fools keep telling us that the Bible says the 
world was created in six days.”

You would be in for a shock if  you wrote to some of our 
theological or Bible colleges and asked them what they teach in 
that college about creation. But be very specific — don’t just ask 
them if  they teach creation. Ask them what they believe about 
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Genesis. Do they believe the days were real days? Do they believe 
the flood of Noah was worldwide in extent? Do they take Genesis 
literally? Do they see the importance of Genesis to doctrine? I 
have often said to people in churches that I knew the theological 
college of that particular denomination either taught evolution or 
the view that Genesis does not matter. Most people reel in shock. 
They had believed their theological colleges taught that the Bible 
is true. One of the problems we have in the West is that most theo-
logical and Bible colleges produce ministers who have been trained 
to question the Scriptures rather than accept them. That is why we 
have so many shepherds in our churches who are really leading the 
sheep astray. If  you support any of these institutions financially, 
why not ask them what they teach about these matters?

At one seminar three ministers from a Protestant denomi-
nation came up to me. They said that what I was teaching was 
a perversion of the Scriptures. As we talked, it became obvious 
that we were arguing from two totally different approaches to 
the Scripture. I asked these people how God made the first 
woman. I said the Bible claims that God took from Adam’s 
side and made a woman — did they believe that? Their answer 
went something like this: “Yes, we do believe the symbolic 
picture implied here that men and women are one.” “No,” I 
said, “I asked you whether you believed that that is how God 
actually made a woman.” They said they certainly agreed that 
this theological picture implied that men and women are one. I 
repeated my question a number of times, saying that the Bible 
claims this is actually how God made a woman. Not only 
that, but in the New Testament in 1 Corinthians 11:8, we read 
where Paul states that the woman came from the man and not 
the man from the woman, obviously supporting the historical 
creation account in Genesis.

We were getting nowhere, so I asked them if  they believed 
that Jesus was nailed on a cross as the New Testament states. 
“Oh, yes,” they said, “we certainly believe that.” I then asked 
them why they did not believe God actually took Adam’s side 
and made a woman. They told me it was the difference between 
accepting Genesis as poetry rather than history, suggesting that 
if  it were poetry it should not be believed.
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Genesis, of course, is history. And, besides, even if  some-
thing is written in poetic form, as indeed other parts of the 
Scriptures are, does this then say that we do not believe it?

They informed me that, for much of Scripture, it was not 
what was said that was important, but the theological picture 
that was implied. I asked them how they determined what that 
theological picture was, on what basis did they decide what was 
the true theological picture, and how could they be sure that 
their approach to Scripture was the right one? From where did 
they obtain their authority to approach the Scripture this way? 
They said it was their study of history and theology over the 
years that enabled them to decide what was the correct way to 
approach Scripture and to determine what these symbolic pic-
tures were. I then told them it sounded as though they simply 
held an opinion as to how to approach Scripture. How did they 
know it was the right opinion? This is where the conversation 
abruptly ended. These men want to tell God what He is saying 
rather than letting God tell them what the truth is. This is the 
position of many theological leaders.

After speaking at a church in Victoria, Australia, one of 
the local ministers (who was obviously upset) told me in front 
of a large number of people that I had no right to force my 
interpretation of the Bible on others. He was extremely vocal 
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and emotional about this issue. The thing I found amazing was 
that he was trying to enforce his interpretation of the Bible on 
me and the others that were present. He could not comprehend 
that aspect.

There are many passages throughout the Bible in which 
God rebukes religious leaders for leading people astray. Jer-
emiah, for instance, was called by the Lord to warn the Israelites 
about teachers and priests who were not proclaiming the truth. 
Jesus openly rebuked many religious leaders, calling them such 
names as “vipers” (Matt. 12:34).

These same warnings apply to many today who claim to 
be teachers of the Word of God, but who, in reality, are caus-
ing many people to fall by the wayside. Many of you will no 
doubt be aware that much of the opposition to the work of 
the creation organizations worldwide comes from theologians 
and other religious leaders. Many of the humanist groups often 
enlist people who claim to be Christians but believe in evolution 
to support them (on television, radio, and in publications) in 
their effort to combat the creation ministries. I have seen TV 
reporters and radio announcers reveling in the fact that they can 
have someone on their program who claims to be a Christian 
but opposes the Bible and creation.

At one creation-versus-evolution debate, an evolutionist 
stated that the issue was not whether God created or not. He 
said that he believed in creation and that he was a Christian. He 
then went on to vehemently attack the Bible and Christianity. 
During the question time, someone in the audience asked this 
person whether he could testify to Jesus Christ being his per-
sonal Saviour. The evolutionist debater, caught off  guard, was 
obviously wanting to avoid the question. However, he decided 
to attempt an answer. He told the audience he did not use the 
same terminology as others, and that he certainly did not ac-
cept the Bible at all and would not have anything to do with 
fundamental Christianity. Basically, he described fundamental 
Christianity as the belief  that accepted the Bible as true. Yet, 
many probably had believed that he was a Christian because 
he publicly stated so. Here was a wolf  in sheep’s clothing lead-
ing sheep astray.

Lie, The.indb   135 4/19/07   9:27:24 AM



THE LIE: EVOLUTION

136

Many shepherds of  the sheep in today’s world can be 
found in one of the following groups, in the sliding progression 
from “toleration” to “capitulation” to “error.”

1. Toleration
Many tell us we should tolerate other people’s beliefs about 

evolution: that we must refrain from speaking against what they 
say. Or, we are told to consider all alternatives that scientists 
put before us and not be “dogmatic” about one view. Of course, 
this is a form of dogmatism itself, claiming that we cannot insist 
Genesis be taken literally so as to exclude evolutionary philoso-
phy. Many theological colleges dogmatically insist that students 
consider all views on the interpretation of Genesis (e.g., theistic 
evolution, progressive creation, Day-Age Theory, Gap Theory, 
Six-Day Literal Creation), and go on to assert that no one per-
son may say that any view is definitely correct, or incorrect! I 
am not suggesting that students at such colleges should not be 
made aware of these other positions. However, the fallacies of 
these positions should be pointed out in detail.

2. Accommodation
Many are saying that you cannot be sure what Genesis 

means or says, and perhaps that evolutionists are right after all. 
Because of the high respect for “academia,” and the immense 
amount of material from a large number of scientists pushing 
evolution, many Christians just add evolution to the Bible.

3. Cooperation
Here the error of evolution has been tolerated and given 

standing in the church. This has become a comfortable posi-
tion because there is great harmony: the people in the church 
who believe in evolution don’t feel threatened, and they can all 
work together. Such people claim that God created, but if  He 
worked through evolution, it does not really matter.

4. Contamination
With people becoming so intimately involved with the er-

ror of evolutionary philosophy, this theory becomes generally 
accepted and taught through the churches, Sunday schools, 
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Christian schools, and religious educational programs, as well 
as in the secular school classrooms. Consequently, the issue 
doesn’t bother people any more.

5. Capitulation to Error
Evolution becomes accepted as fact, and anyone who 

dares to disagree is a “heretic.” As people accept evolution, and 
relegate Genesis to myth or allegory, they start to question the 
rest of Scripture. A rejection of the foundations of all doctrine 
contained in the Book of Genesis logically leads one to a denial 
of the entire Bible. Liberal theology becomes rampant.

It was interesting to note the reaction of a professor in ge-
netics and human variation at the School of Biological Science 
at LaTrobe University. When he was asked a question during 
a debate with Dr. Gary Parker relating to the fact that many 
Christians do accept evolution, he stated: “I can only add that 
Christianity is fairly widely fragmented. Obviously, Christianity 
is in various stages of evolution; some sections of it seem to have 
just about dispensed with the theology altogether. It seems to be 
that the ultimate stage of evolutionary Christianity will be to just 
throw out all the theology and be left with an entirely rational 
and naturalistic system of outlook on life.” What he recognized, 
of course, was that there is really no difference between atheistic 
and theistic evolution — except that in the latter God is added 
to the system. Logically, therefore, theistic evolution is only one 
step away from atheistic evolution, and that is where he sees the 
ultimate end of such a compromise situation.

In many denominations, there is real controversy and a lot 
of discussion concerning inerrancy of the Bible. When discuss-
ing this issue, the sad thing is that many evangelical scholars do 
not recognize or deliberately sidestep the importance of Genesis. 
The acceptance of the literal events in Genesis is foundational 
to the question of biblical inerrancy. If  the conferences on iner-
rancy were to settle that issue first, the rest of the problems they 
have would disappear very quickly. This is another reason why 
any Statement of Faith being formulated for Christian schools, 
Christian organizations, churches, and such conferences should 
always be very specific concerning Genesis. It is not good enough 
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to say that they believe God created. They need to understand 
the importance and relevance of accepting Genesis literally, 
of rejecting evolution completely, and of understanding the 
foundational nature of Genesis to the rest of the Bible.

Unfortunately, even much of the Christian school move-
ment is devoid of  this understanding. I know of Christian 
schools that are more concerned with their teacher’s view of es-
chatology (the Second Coming) than with what they believe and 
understand concerning the foundational issue of creation. This 
means they do not fully understand Christian education!

As the prophet Hosea says, “The people that doth not 
understand shall fall” (Hos. 4:14). While there are many shep-
herds leading the sheep astray, we must remember that the sheep 
are also to blame, as God tells us through Jeremiah 5:31: “The 
prophets prophesy falsely, and the priests bear rule by their 
means; and my people love to have it so” (emphasis mine). Let us 
pray that more men and women in our nations will be prepared 
to stand for the absolute truth of God’s Holy Word.

Exodus 20:11 states: “For in six days the Lord made the 
heavens and the earth, the sea, and all that is in them, and rested 
the seventh day. Therefore, the Lord blessed the Sabbath day 
and hallowed it.”

A child in a Christian school class asked her teacher, “How 
could anybody create everything in six days from nothing?” 
Another very discerning young student blurted out, “But God 
is not just anybody!”
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Chapter 11

Creation,
Flood, and

Coming Fire

There is a prophecy in 2 Peter 3 concerning the last days 
of this earth’s history, and it very much relates to the whole 
creation/evolution issue:

Knowing this first, that there shall come in the last 
days scoffers, walking after their own lusts, and say-
ing, Where is the promise of his coming? for since the 
fathers fell asleep, all things continue as they were from 
the beginning of the creation. For this they willingly 
are ignorant of, that by the word of God the heavens 
were of old, and the earth standing out of the water and 
in the water: Whereby the world that then was, being 
overflowed with water, perished: But the heavens and 
the earth, which are now, by the same word are kept in 
store, reserved unto fire against the day of judgment 
and perdition of ungodly men (2 Pet. 3:3–7).

“ALL THINGS CONTINUE. . . .”
Notice that the Scriptures are warning us that in the last 

days people are going to be saying “everything goes on as it 
has since the beginning of creation.” Evolutionists tell us that 
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the earth has been in existence for millions of years and that 
life started evolving on this earth millions of years ago. Many 
Christians also hold this same belief. Geologists have the idea 
the processes we see operating in the present world have been 
going on for millions of years at essentially the same rate, and 
will probably go on for millions of years into the future as well. 
The technical word used in geology for this belief  is “unifor-
mitarianism.” For example, the desert museum in Tucson, Ari-
zona, not only has a display for people to see what supposedly 
has happened over the past millions of years, but it also has a 
display of what many scientists believe will happen in Arizona 
over the millions of years they believe are to come!

Evolutionists, atheistic and theistic, use the phrase “the 
present is the key to the past.” In other words, they say that 
the way to understand the past is to observe what happens in 
the present. For instance, they say that since fossils form rarely 
in today’s world, the vast layers of rock containing billions of 
fossils over most of the earth’s surface must have taken millions 
of years. Evolutionists tell us that since we observe mutations 
(that is, accidental changes in our genes) occurring today, these 
must have occurred ever since the dawn of time. Thus, muta-
tions must be one of the mechanisms involved in the postulated 
evolutionary progression.

The Bible, on the other hand, tells us that there was a time 
when there was no sin, and thus there was neither animal nor 
human death, nor disease, nor mistakes. Mutations are mistakes 
that occur in our genes, and they are virtually all harmful. Those 
who believe in evolution have to assume that evolution is oc-
curring today to be able to say that what we see today are the 
same processes that have gone on for millions of years. Thus, 
to be consistent, the Christian who believes in evolution should 
also believe that man is still evolving today.

How can we establish beyond doubt the details of an event 
that supposedly happened in the past? One way is to find wit-
nesses who were there, or look for records written by witnesses. 
Therefore, the only way we can ever know for sure exactly what 
happened in the geological past is if  there was someone who was 
there at the time (a witness) who could tell us whether geological 
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processes have always been the same or whether at some time 
geological processes have been different. The Bible claims to be 
the record of One (God) who not only knows everything, but 
who has always been there because He is outside of time. In 
fact, He created time. The Bible claims that God moved men 
through His Spirit to write down His words, and that they are 
not just the words of men but the Word of God (1 Thess. 2:13, 
2 Pet. 1:20–21). The Book of Genesis claims to be the records 
from God telling us of the events of creation and of other events 
in this world’s early history which have great bearing upon our 
present circumstances. Thus, the present is not the key to the 
past. Rather, revelation is the key to the past.

The revelation in Genesis tells us about such events as cre-
ation, Noah’s flood, and the Tower of Babel. These are events 
that have made the earth’s geology, geography, biology, etc., 
what they are today. Therefore, we must also realize that what 
happened in the past is the key to the present. The entrance of 
sin into the world explains why we have death and why we have 
mistakes occurring in our genes. The global devastation caused 
by Noah’s flood helps to explain the fossil record. The events at 
the Tower of Babel help us to come to an understanding of the 
origin of the different nations and cultures around the world.

Today evolutionists deny that the biblical record can be 
taken seriously. They put their faith in their belief  that “all 
things continue as they have done from the beginning.” The 
prophecy in 2 Peter 3 is being fulfilled before our very eyes.

“WILLINGLY IGNORANT. . .”
In the next section of this prophecy we are told that men 

will deliberately reject three things. Notice that the emphasis 
here is on a deliberate rejection, or as some translations put 
it, a “willing ignorance.” Thus, it is a deliberate action on a 
person’s part not to believe:

(a) God created the world, which at first was covered with 
water (which means that its surface was cool at the beginning, 
not a molten blob, as evolutionists teach).

(b) God once judged this world with a global, cataclysmic 
flood at the time of Noah.
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(c) God is going to judge this world again, but the next 
time it will be by fire.

People often make the statement: “If  there is so much evi-
dence that God created the world and sent a global cataclysmic 
flood, then surely all scientists would believe this.” The solution 
is given here in 2 Peter 3. It is not simply a matter of providing 
evidence to convince people, for people do not want to be con-
vinced. We read in Romans 1:20 that there is enough evidence 
to convince everyone that God is Creator, so much so that we 
are condemned if  we do not believe. Furthermore, Romans 
1:18 tells us that men “suppress the truth in unrighteousness.” 
It is not a matter of lack of evidence to convince people that 
the Bible is true; the problem is that they do not want to believe 
the Bible. The reason for this is obvious. If  people believed in 
the God of the Bible, they would have to acknowledge His 
authority and obey the rules He has laid down. However, every 
human being suffers from the same problem — the sin which 
Adam committed in the Garden of Eden — a “disease” which 
we all inherit. Adam’s sin was rebellion against God’s author-
ity. Likewise, people everywhere today are in rebellion against 
God, so to admit that the Bible is true would be an admission 
of their own sinful and rebellious nature and of their need to 
be born again by cleansing through the blood of Christ.

It is easy to see this “willing ignorance” in action when 
watching debates over the creation/evolution issue. In most cases, 
the evolutionists are not interested in the wealth of data, evidence, 
and information the creationists put forward. They usually try to 
attack creationists by attempting to destroy their credibility. They 
are not interested in data, logical reasoning, or any evidence that 
points to creation or refutes evolution, because they are totally 
committed to their religious faith called evolution.

Modern geology today tells us that there never was a world-
wide flood as described in the Bible. We are told that millions 
of years of geological processes can explain the enormous fossil 
record in the sedimentary rock layers around the earth’s surface. 
However, creationists have shown that the fossil-bearing rock lay-
ers were produced by enormous catastrophic processes consistent 
with Noah’s flood.1 But evolutionists refuse to accept this, for to
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do so would mean that the Bible is right, and thus the whole of 
their evolutionary philosophy would have to be rejected. These 
people are “willingly ignorant” about the facts that do not sup-
port their evolutionary ideas but do fit into a model of geology 
based upon what the Bible says concerning Noah’s flood. This 
is another fulfillment of prophecy before our very eyes.

Much of the scientific literature also tells us that most 
scientists expect this world to go on and on for millions of 
years. The example of the desert museum in Tucson, Arizona, 
is again appropriate. As mentioned before, one display at this 
museum is supposed to represent what scientists believe will 
happen in Arizona over the next few millions of years or so. 
People often look at that display and ask the question: “How 
can they know what is going to happen millions of years into 
the future?” The answer is: “In exactly the same way they 
understand what has happened millions of years in the past!” 
They do not know — it is only their guess. If  scientists agreed 
that God had created, that Noah’s flood was a real event, and 
that, therefore, the Bible was true, they would have to tell quite 
a different story. Since Jesus Christ in Matthew 24:37–39 uses 
the event of Noah’s flood as a warning that God has judged 
the earth, and will judge it again, they would have to agree that 
God is going to come back as judge. The next time He will 
use fire as the method of judgment rather than water. Sinful 
man in rebellion against God does not want to admit that he 
must stand before the God of creation one day and account 
for his life. Thus, in rejecting creation and Noah’s flood, and 
claiming “scientific” evidence that supposedly supports his 
own belief, he becomes comfortable in not thinking about the 
coming judgment. But, just as God created the world by His 
Word and sent the flood through His Word, so God will judge 
this world by fire.

CONCLUSION
The earth, sun, moon, and stars stand as memorials to 

the fact that God has created. The fossil record is an immense 
memorial to the fact that God has judged by water. All of this 
should warn each man, woman, and child that, just as God 
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has kept His Word in the past concerning judgment, so He will 
keep His Word in the future concerning judgment.

Second Peter 3 contains a prophecy concerning the last 
days: a prophecy we are seeing fulfilled before our very eyes. 
Let us, therefore, become more vigorous and bold in witnessing 
for our God, the God of creation. “Seeing then that all these 
things shall be dissolved, what manner of persons ought ye to be 
in all holy conversation and godliness, Looking for and hasting 
unto the coming of the day of God” (2 Pet. 3:11–12).

The late Isaac Asimov, an active anti-creationist, gave 
warnings about creationists. He was quoted as saying (in regard 
to creationists getting equal time for presenting the creation 
model in school), it is “today equal time, tomorrow the world.” 
Isaac Asimov was right! We are out to convince the world that 
Jesus Christ is Creator. Isaac Asimov was one who signed the 
Humanist Manifesto — he was out to convince the world that 
Jesus Christ is not the Creator.

We are out to convince people like Isaac Asimov that 
Jesus Christ is Creator. Why? Because we want a good fight? 
Because we like controversy? No, because we know that those 
who do not trust the Lord will spend eternity separated from 
Him. And what happens to those of us who do accept the 
salvation offered by Christ? “Behold, the tabernacle of God 
is with men, and he will dwell with them, and they shall be his 
people, and God himself  shall be with them, and be their God. 
And God shall wipe away all tears from their eyes; and there 
shall be no more death, neither sorrow, nor crying, neither shall 
there by any more pain: for the former things are passed away” 
(Rev. 21:3–4).
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Appendix 1

20 REASONS
WHY GENESIS

AND EVOLUTION
DO NOT MIX

Many people believe that they can add evolution 
to the Bible. They think that by doing this they can explain life 
coming about as a result of God’s use of evolutionary processes. 
This position is known as “theistic evolution.”1 However, this 
is totally inconsistent with Scripture.

1. NO DEATH BEFORE ADAM’S FALL
Evolution teaches that for millions of years before man 

things have lived and died. They have fought and struggled, 
killed and been killed. It was a world without mercy — “nature 
red in tooth and claw.” This history of evolution is a history of 
death. Death has been “from the beginning.”

The Bible clearly teaches that death, particularly the physi-
cal and spiritual death of man, entered the world only after the 
first man, Adam, sinned.

In Romans 5:12 the apostle Paul wrote: “Wherefore, as 
by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and 
so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned.” In 1 
Corinthians 15:21–22, “For since by man came death, by man 
came also the resurrection of the dead. For as in Adam all die, 
even so in Christ shall all be made alive.” In Genesis 3:22–23 
we read: “And the Lord God said, Behold, the man is become 
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as one of us, to know good and evil: and now, lest he put forth 
his hand, and take also of the tree of life, and eat, and live for-
ever: Therefore the Lord God sent him forth from the garden 
of Eden, to till the ground from whence he was taken.” Adam 
was sent out of the garden so he could not live forever. In other 
words, he would have to die.

But what about the animals? Was death a part of the created 
animal world? There are a number of reasons why I believe animal 
death as well as human death did not occur before the Fall.

(a) Could animals have died from old age? Before the Fall 
animals could not have died of old age because Romans 8 
reminds us that corruption and decay entered the world only 
with sin. Death by old age would have meant that animal bod-
ies would have been wearing out and corruption would have 
existed. This would not fit with the description that before 
sin everything in God’s creation was “good.” Isaiah 51:6 tells 
us that after sin “the earth shall wax old like a garment.” In 
Romans 8:22 we read that because of sin “the whole creation 
groaneth and travaileth in pain together until now.” Thus, it is 
obvious that the whole of  creation, which must include all liv-
ing creatures, has been subject to “the bondage of corruption” 
(Rom. 8:21) only as a result of the curse because of Adam’s sin. 
Death from old age, therefore, only began with the curse.

As we live in a world where everything wears out, it is 
difficult to understand how aging could not happen in the pre-
Fall world. However, we are shown a glimpse of the solution 
in Deuteronomy 8:4. God reminded the Israelites that during 
their wanderings in the wilderness their “raiment waxed not 
old” upon them, “neither did thy foot swell these forty years.” 
Clearly, this was an unusual, supernatural preservation provided 
by God for His people’s particular circumstances. We do not see 
this happening today. Our clothes wear out quickly. However, 
when God sustains something totally, this wearing out does not 
happen. It is obvious that before the Fall everything had been 
created “good,” and nothing would have worn out.

(b) Could animals have died when Adam or other animals 
ate them for food? Again, the answer would be “No!” Not only 
animals, but man and woman were told they were to eat only 
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plants (Gen. 1:29). Animals could not have died from eating each 
other; Genesis 1:30 tells us their food was also to be only plants. 
Also, as God created everything “good,” animals could not have 
killed each other for the sake of killing. This would be opposite 
in meaning to “good.” God, being a good God, would not cre-
ate animals so that the stronger tried to eliminate the weak in 
a fight for survival. Also, as everything was created good, there 
could not have been disease to kill off  animals or man. Diseases 
today contribute to our bodies’ wearing out, but this would not 
be consistent with what has been pointed out earlier.

(c) Could animals have died accidentally? Again, this would 
go against the concept of “good.” Such a question overlooks 
the sovereignty and greatness of God. As we have seen, God 
can sustain things so that even clothes don’t wear out. Before 
sin came into the world, death wasn’t even a question — God 
had total control of the creation and sustained it 100 percent! 
There was no corruption and no decay. Hence, death wasn’t 
even a possibility. Adam was made in the image of the all-caring 
God, and the animals were in his charge. He cared for them. 
Death and bloodshed came into the world as a judgment from 
God for man’s rebellion. But at the same time, death was the 
very means by which man was to be redeemed. So bloodshed 
could not have existed before man’s fall.

There was no bloodshed before Adam sinned: everything 
was perfect and death was not a part of animal existence. How-
ever, Adam did sin; and God, in giving His covenant to Adam, 
had laid down the condition that death was to be the reward of 
disobedience. We then read that God himself  was the first shed-
der of blood, because He gave Adam and Eve coats of skin to 
cover their nakedness (Gen. 3:21). There is no specific command 
recorded, but we do know that Abel “also brought of the first-
lings of his flock and of the fat thereof. And the Lord had respect 
unto Abel and to his offering” (Gen. 4:4). It is evident, then, that 
the requirement of an offering of blood was understood. The 
writer of Hebrews observes that “without shedding of blood is 
no remission” (Heb. 9:22). God fulfilled two undertakings after 
the Fall: (a) that man should die as the penalty for his sin; and 
(b) that the seed of the woman should bruise the serpent’s head, 
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and the serpent should bruise his heel. So death and bloodshed 
are the consequences of sin; the penalty which Christ, the Last 
Adam, bore by His death and shedding of blood on the cross but 
triumphed over in His glorious resurrection for the redemption 
of man. If  death and bloodshed existed before man sinned, the 
redemption message is nonsense.

Evolution teaches that death and bloodshed existed virtu-
ally from the beginning. Millions of years of animals fighting for 
survival — shedding blood and eating each other — is part of 
the mechanisms of evolution which brought man into existence. 
It is completely contrary to the biblical history of the world.

Evolution says death plus struggle brought man into 
existence; the Bible says man’s actions led to sin, which led to 
death. These two are totally contradictory. If  evolution is true, 
then the reason Christ died on the cross has been destroyed.

2. ADAM DID NOT FALL “UPWARDS”
Christians talk about the fact that Adam “fell.” The “fall 

of Adam” refers to the fact that when God made everything 
it was perfect. However, because of  his action, Adam was 
responsible for something terrible happening to the whole 
of creation. Romans 8:22 says, “For we know that the whole 
creation groaneth and travaileth in pain together until now.” 
Because of Adam’s sin, God cursed the whole of  creation, 
including the stars, the ants, the elephants, and people.

In Genesis 3:14 we read, “Because thou hast done this, 
thou art cursed above all cattle, and above every beast of the 
field.” And, “Cursed is the ground for thy sake” (Gen. 3:17). 
God placed a curse on the world because of Adam’s rebellion. 
Therefore, the creation went from a perfect state to a cursed 
state. As a result of the curse, the whole of creation has been 
running down ever since — groaning and travailing in pain.

In other words, things are getting worse, not better. The 
evolutionary belief  tells us that things have been improving 
— life has been evolving into more and more complex forms. 
For those Christians who believe in evolution, man should be 
improving — not getting worse. In fact, if  Adam was part of 
an evolutionary progression, how could he fall upwards? What 
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is sin? Is sin an inherited animal characteristic, or is it due to 
the fall of man through disobedience?

As scientists come to understand more of what is going 
on in this world, they find that our whole genetic makeup is 
degenerating. Mistakes in our genes are causing our physiology 
to have more and more problems.

3. NEW HEAVEN AND NEW EARTH
In Acts 3:21 we read: “Whom the heaven must receive until 

the times of restitution of all things, which God hath spoken 
by the mouth of all his holy prophets since the world began.” 
The Bible speaks of a time when this creation will be restored 
— that is, put back to what it used to be. This itself  indicates 
that something is dreadfully wrong with today’s world. For 
Christians who accept evolution, Paul’s words about the whole 
of creation groaning and travailing in pain are meaningless.

The same is true when one speaks of the new heaven and 
new earth in which, as Scripture tells us, “righteousness dwells.” 
Why is there need of a new heaven and new earth unless there 
is something wrong with the old one? Isaiah 11:69 tells us what 
it will be like in the new heaven and the new earth:

The wolf also shall dwell with the lamb, and the 
leopard shall lie down with the kid; and the calf  and 
the young lion and the fatling together, and a little 
child shall lead them. And the cow and the bear shall 
feed; their young ones shall lie down together: and 
the lion shall eat straw like the ox. And the sucking 
child shall play on the hole of the asp, and the weaned 
child shall put his hand on the cockatrice den. They 
shall not hurt nor destroy in all my holy mountain: 
for the earth shall be full of the knowledge of the 
Lord, as the waters cover the sea.

Here the description indicates that animals will not eat 
each other, but will eat plants (vegetarian) — and that there 
will be no violence or suffering. Revelation 22:3 tells us, “And 
there shall be no more curse.” Revelations 21:4 states: “And God 
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shall wipe away all tears from their eyes; and there shall be no 
more death, neither sorrow, nor crying, neither shall there be 
any more pain: for the former things are passed away.”

The description of what will happen in the restoration of 
all things can be summarized as follows: no death, no suffer-
ing, no bloodshed, no curse, vegetarian animals, no tears, no 
crying, no pain. This certainly is not a description of today’s 
world — yet it is a description of a restoration, of something 
that reflects its former state.

When we read Genesis chapters 1 and 2, we find a descrip-
tion of the original creation — no death, no violence, animals 
vegetarian. In other words, this present creation will be restored 
to what it used to be because there is something dreadfully 
wrong with it at the moment. If  a person accepts evolution, 
then what is the restoration going to be? Death, struggle, and 
violence as we see today? Of course, this makes nonsense of the 
teachings of the new heaven and new earth given in Scripture.

4. ANIMALS WERE CREATED TO BE VEGETARIAN
When we observe today’s world, we notice that many ani-

mals eat other animals. Humans also eat the flesh of animals. 
The fact that we see violence among animals has been described 
by one poet as “nature red in tooth and claw.” Evolutionists label 
the struggle as the “survival of the fittest.” They see it as part of 
the evolutionary process. For theistic evolutionists, carnivorous 
(meat-eating) animals are just a part of this “creation” that God 
has supposedly used in the struggle towards man’s evolution.

However, Genesis 1:29–30 says: “And God said, Behold, 
I have given you every herb bearing seed, which is upon the 
face of all the earth, and every tree, in the which is the fruit of 
a tree yielding seed; to you it shall be for meat. And to every 
beast of the earth, and to every fowl of the air, and to every 
thing that creepeth upon the earth, wherein there is life, I have 
given every green herb for meat: and it was so.”

Man and animals were created to be vegetarians. This, of 
course, fits with the fact that there was no death before Adam’s 
fall. But, because of the entrance of sin into the world, death 
resulted. Sin affected the world so much that God caused a flood 
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to come upon the earth in judgment. Genesis 6:12–13 states: 
“And God looked upon the earth, and, behold it was corrupt; 
for all flesh had corrupted his way upon the earth. And God said 
unto Noah, The end of all flesh is come before me; for the earth 
is filled with violence through them; and, behold, I will destroy 
them with the earth.” Part of this violence could have been ani-
mals starting to kill each other and perhaps man, and vice versa. 
Actually, though, man was not given specific instructions from 
God that he could eat meat until after Noah’s flood. Genesis 9:3 
tells us: “Every moving thing that liveth shall be meat for you; 
even as the green herb have I given you all things.”

Many people think that because animals have certain 
kinds of teeth they must have been created to be meat eaters. 
However, there are many animals living today that have sharp 
canine teeth that eat only plants. Originally the teeth of these 
animals were used to eat the plants which God had made for 
them. As a result of the Fall, some animals now eat meat. Also, 
the Bible does not exclude the possibility of direct action by 
God at the time of the Fall having a direct biological effect on 
the creatures in relation to feeding habits.

5. CREATION IS FINISHED
The Bible teaches clearly that God finished His work of 

creating and making things on the sixth day of creation. “Thus 
the heavens and the earth were finished, and all the host of 
them. And on the seventh day God ended his work which he 
had made; and he rested on the seventh day from all his work 
which he had made. And God blessed the seventh day, and 
sanctified it: because that in it he had rested from all his work 
which God created and made” (Gen. 2:13). God’s work of cre-
ation finished at the end of the sixth day, when God completed 
all He had set out to do. However, because of man’s fall, God 
now works at reconciliation.

Those who believe that God used evolution must believe 
that the same processes God used in this supposed evolution-
ary “creation” are going on today. When the evolutionist 
looks at the world today, he observes mutations (mistakes or 
changes in genes) and natural selection (survival of the fittest) 
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and sees these as part of the mechanisms of evolution. Given 
enough time, natural selection and mutations are said to en-
able organisms to change from one kind into another. What 
the evolutionist is doing, then, is using processes he observes 
today to extrapolate into the past. He believes these processes 
over millions of years are the basic mechanisms of evolution.

Christians who say God used evolution to bring everything 
including man into being, have a real problem. If  evolution is 
not occurring today (that is, if  God is not “creating” through 
evolution), there is no basis to extrapolate into the past to say 
that evolution has ever occurred, as there is now no mechanism 
for it. In other words, modern evolutionary theory accepts that 
evolution is still going on (therefore, man must still be evolv-
ing!), so if  a Christian accepts evolution he has to accept that 
God is still using evolution today. Thus, He is still creating. 
But God tells us that He finished His work of creating. This is 
a real dilemma for the theistic evolutionist.

6. DUST TO ADAM — RIB TO EVE
We read in Genesis 2:7 how God made the first man: “And 

the Lord God formed man of the dust of  the ground, and 
breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man became a 
living soul.” According to the verse, taken at face value, God 
made the first man Adam from the dust of the ground. His wife 
Eve was made in a different way. “And the Lord God caused 
a deep sleep to fall upon Adam, and he slept: and he took one 
of his ribs, and closed up the flesh instead thereof; And the rib, 
which the Lord God had taken from man, made he a woman, 
and brought her unto the man. And Adam said, ‘This is now 
bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh: she shall be called 
Woman, because she was taken out of Man’ ” (Gen. 2:21–23).

The first woman, Eve, was made from Adam’s side. There 
are many Christians who, having accepted evolution, say that 
the “dust” in Genesis 2:7 actually represents the chemicals that 
God used to start the evolutionary process. Thus Genesis 2:7 
represents a summary of evolution — that is, chemicals-to-
man. Yet people who hold this belief  have an insurmountable 
problem: if  dust-to-Adam represents chemicals-to-man, then 
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what does rib-to-Eve represent? To be consistent, one needs 
an adequate explanation, and there is none — if  one accepts 
evolution. Eve did not come directly from dust, but from an 
already fully functional created man.

7. RETURN TO DUST
Some people say that “dust” in Genesis 2:7 represents 

the animal (e.g., ape-like creature) that God breathed into and 
made a man (Adam). They say that when the Bible tells us God 
took dust and made Adam, it is symbolic of the evolutionary 
understanding that ape-like creatures evolved into human beings. 
But again, one must be consistent. Genesis 3:19 states, “In the 
sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread, till thou return unto the 
ground; for out of it wast thou taken: for dust thou art, and unto 
dust shalt thou return.” If  the dust God used to make Adam 
represents an ape-like creature that God used to make man, then 
according to the Bible the dust from which man was made is 
what he returns to when he dies. To what animal does man return 
when he dies? Anyone can observe that when we die we return 
to dust — just as the Bible says. Dust of the ground, to which 
we return, is what we were created from in the first place!

8. GOD IS GOOD
In Genesis 1:31 God pronounced of His creation that “it 

was very good.” What did He mean by “good?” The only way 
you would know is if  you had an absolute with which to make 
a comparison. Jesus said in Matthew 19:17, “There is none 
good but one, that is, God.” In Psalm 25:8 we are told, “Good 
and upright is the Lord.” Therefore, when God pronounced 
His creation as “good,” what existed reflected the attributes of 
a God who is good. When we look at the attributes of God we 
see, for instance, as exhibited in the New Testament through 
Jesus Christ, that He cared for the sick, He healed the suffering, 
He raised the dead, He had compassion, He helped the weak. 
He is a loving and good God.

Now think about the methods of evolution: elimination 
of the weak, survival of the fittest, death and struggle in an 
evolutionary progression, elimination of the unfit, and so on. 
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Would God have used this method in bringing all life into be-
ing and then describe it as good? Of course not — this would 
be totally inconsistent with God’s nature as revealed in the 
Scriptures. Christians who believe that God used evolution 
must consider Him an ogre!

9. GENESIS IS LITERAL HISTORY
Many claim that Genesis is only symbolic — a kind of anal-

ogy. They claim it is not important what Genesis says, only what 
it means. Actually, it can’t mean anything unless it says something 
anyway. Many Christians say that Genesis is meant only to teach 
us that God is Creator, but it is done in symbolic terms because 
in reality the words really mean God used evolution.

However, if  applying this idea — that Genesis is only 
symbolic — then one has to ask the question, “Where do we 
learn that God is Creator?” We can, of course, go to Genesis 
1:1 which says, “In the beginning God created the heaven and 
the earth.” But if  Genesis is only symbolic, to be consistent we 
would have to question whether the words “God created” are 
also symbolic. We would have to ask what this really means.

When people say Genesis is only symbolic, they are in-
consistent, for they accept some parts as literal (such as “God 
created”) and other parts as symbolic! If  it is symbolic, then it 
must be written for a purpose, therefore, every phrase that is 
supposed to be symbolic must be a symbol of something. So 
one has to ask: What does every verse mean? What does it sym-
bolize? For instance, what does “rib-to-Eve” symbolize? This 
makes no sense at all.2 Either you take it at face value, or you 
don’t know what it means, for it has no purpose being there.

10. ALL DOCTRINES FOUNDED IN GENESIS
Any basic study of biblical doctrines of theology will show 

that ultimately all doctrines, directly or indirectly, have their 
basis in the Book of Genesis. In John 5:46–47 Jesus Christ said: 
“For had ye believed Moses, ye would have believed me: for he 
wrote of me. But if  ye believe not his writings, how shall ye be-
lieve my words?” Jesus was emphatic that the writings of Moses 
had to be accepted to understand what He was saying because 

Lie, The.indb   156 4/19/07   9:27:48 AM



20 REASONS WHY GENESIS AND EVOLUTION DON’T MIX

157

all the doctrines He taught were founded in Genesis. For in-
stance, in Matthew 19:46 we read of His answer to the question 
about divorce that concerned marriage: “And he answered and 
said unto them, Have ye not read, that he which made them at 
the beginning made them male and female, and said, for this 
cause shall a man leave father and mother, and shall cleave to 
his wife: and they twain shall be one flesh? Wherefore they are 
no more twain, but one flesh. What therefore God hath joined 
together, let not man put asunder.”

Marriage has its foundation in Genesis — the first mar-
riage God ordained is of Adam and Eve. To understand the 
meaning of marriage one must understand and accept its literal 
basis and origin as contained in the Book of Genesis.

Christ died on a cross because of sin and death and the 
necessary shedding of blood for the remission of sins. The 
origin and basis of this is in the Book of Genesis. We wear 
clothing because God gave clothes because of sin. We read 
this in the Book of Genesis. To understand Christian doctrine 
we must understand the foundations of doctrine given in the 
Book of Genesis. If  Genesis cannot be taken literally, there is 
no foundation for Christian doctrine — therefore, Christian 
doctrine no longer has meaning.

Many people try to say that in the New Testament Jesus was 
only quoting the writings of His day — that He did not believe 
Genesis to be literal. They say that because the Jews happened to 
believe in the writings of Moses and in Genesis, Jesus just quoted 
this to go along with them. However, the Bible also teaches us 
that Jesus Christ is “the way, the truth and the life” (John 14:6). 
Jesus is the truth. To say that Jesus would knowingly teach 
“myth” as fact is to call Jesus Christ a liar. Jesus Christ was not 
just a man; He was not a sinner; He was the perfect “God-Man.” 
Christians who say that Jesus was only quoting the myths of the 
day should be careful not to be calling Jesus a liar.

There are other instances where Jesus quoted from, or 
referred to, and thus accepted Genesis. For example, Matthew 
24:37–39: “But as the days of Noah were, so shall also the com-
ing of the Son of man be. For as in the days that were before 
the flood they were eating and drinking, marrying and giving 
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in marriage, until the day that Noah entered into the ark. And 
knew not until the flood came, and took them all away; so shall 
also the coming of the Son of man be.”

11. NEW TESTAMENT REFERENCES TO GENESIS
There are many references throughout the New Testament 

to Genesis, accepting it as literal history — as truth. There are at 
least 165 passages in Genesis that are either directly quoted or 
clearly referred to throughout the New Testament. Included in 
these are more than 100 quotations or direct reference to Genesis, 
chapters 1 through 11. Every one of the New Testament authors 
refers in his writings to Genesis 1 through 11. Every one of the 
first 11 chapters is alluded to in certain sections throughout the 
New Testament. A complete listing of all New Testament refer-
ences to Genesis can be found in Dr. Henry Morris’ excellent 
commentary on Genesis, The Genesis Record, co-published by 
Baker Book House and Creation Life Publishers.

Throughout the Old and New Testament, Genesis is 
quoted from or referred to more than any other book in the en-
tire Bible. This certainly indicates something of its importance. 
It also shows that both Old Testament and New Testament 
writers accepted Genesis as truth. On at least six occasions, 
Jesus Christ either quoted from or referred to some aspects of 
Genesis 1 through 11.

12. “DAYS” CANNOT BE “MILLIONS OF YEARS”
Many Christians claim that the days of creation actually rep-

resent millions of years of earth’s history. They say that God did 
not create the universe in six literal days but in six periods of time, 
representing the millions of years held by the evolutionists.

First of all, one has to recognize that science cannot prove 
the age of the earth. There are many assumptions behind all of 
the dating methods of which most people are not aware. There is 
also much scientific evidence consistent with a belief  in a young 
earth. But the Bible itself  teaches quite clearly that the days in 
Genesis are ordinary, literal days (approximately 24 hours).

The Hebrew word for day, yom, can mean an ordinary day 
or an indefinite period of time. It should be made clear that the 
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word for day in Genesis can never mean a long period in the 
definite sense. It can mean something longer than a day, but only 
in the indefinite sense (e.g., in the time of the Judges, in the day 
of the Lord). Exodus 20:11 tells us that God created the universe 
in six days and rested on one as a pattern for man. This is the 
reason God took as long as six days to make everything. He set 
the seven-day week pattern for us, which we still use today. God 
did not say He worked for six million years and rested for one 
million years, telling us to do the same. It makes even less sense 
to suggest he worked for six indefinite periods of time.

There are many other aspects at which we could look to 
show that the days must be ordinary days. For example, Adam 
was created on day six. He lived through day six, and day seven, 
and died when he was 930 years old. If  each day were a million 
years, there are big problems here, too. It also needs to be made 
clear that the passage in 2 Peter 3:8, that compares a day to a 
thousand years is not defining the word “day” as a thousand 
years. In fact, taken in context, 2 Peter 3:8 has nothing to do with 
the days of creation, but with the fact that God is outside time.

The word “day,” when first used in Genesis, cannot be 
symbolic. A word cannot be used symbolically the first time it is 
used. It can only be used symbolically when it first has a defined 
literal meaning. It is given this defined literal meaning in Genesis 
chapter 1, the first time it is used. Also, the words used for the 
“evening” and “morning” can only mean exactly that.

In Genesis 1:14–19, concerning the fourth day of creation, 
the word “day” is used five times in relation to days, nights, 
seasons, and years. If  the word “day” here doesn’t mean an 
ordinary day, it makes absolute nonsense of the way it is used 
in these passages.

13. AFTER HIS KIND
In Genesis 1, the phrase “after his kind” or “after their 

kind” occurs a total of ten times. This phrase is used in refer-
ence to the animals and plants as they are to reproduce on the 
earth. The Bible clearly teaches that God created fixed kinds 
of animals and plants, each to reproduce after its own kind. 
One kind could not change into another kind. Today we know 
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there can be great variation within a kind, but fixed boundar-
ies do exist. In fact, the classification system we use in naming 
animals and plants in groups was first formulated on the biblical 
teaching of fixity of kinds, basically as the result of the work 
of Carl Linnaeus (1707–1778).

There is no indisputable in-between, transitional form any-
where in the world, living or fossil. What we observe are distinct 
groups of animals and plants, as we would expect on the basis of 
what the Bible teaches. Those who believe in evolution have to 
make up additional theories as to why these in-between organ-
isms are missing (e.g., “we haven’t found them yet,” or “evolution 
happened so fast that it left no in-between forms”).

14. EVOLUTION AND GENESIS HAVE 
A DIFFERENCE SEQUENCE

For those who try to harmonize evolution with Genesis, 
the order of evolution must compare with the order of events 
in Genesis. There are a number of problems here. The basic 
tenets of evolution totally conflict with the order in Genesis. 
For instance, Genesis teaches that God created fruit trees before 
fish — plants on day three, fish on day five. Evolution teaches 
that fish came before fruit trees. Evolution teaches that first life 
began in the sea, and after millions of years life was established 
on the land. The Bible teaches that the earth was first created 
covered with water: evolutionary teaching is that the earth first 
began as a hot molten blob. There is no way that the order of 
events according to evolution and Genesis can be reconciled.

15. THE EARTH CAME FIRST, NOT THE SUN
One evolutionary view of the earth’s beginning is that, 20 

billion years ago a big bang occurred, which resulted eventually 
in the sun forming and, subsequently, the earth as a hot molten 
blob. The Bible teaches that when God first created the heavens 
and the earth there was no sun. Light was created on the first day, 
but the sun was to act as the light-holder and was not made until 
day four. Also, the earth was covered with water when it was first 
made. In 2 Peter 3:5–6 we have a prophecy concerning the last 
days in which Peter tells us that men will deliberately choose to 
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forget that the earth was created covered with water. The big bang 
theory and the biblical account of creation are in total conflict.

16. GENESIS 1 AND 2 — COMPLEMENTARY 
NOT CONTRADICTORY

Since Moses was not an eyewitness to creation, Noah’s 
flood, or the events of the Tower of Babel, etc., presumably Gen-
esis was a series of earlier records which Moses brought together 
in one publication under the direction of the Holy Spirit.

Because of the reference in the New Testament by Jesus to 
Moses and his authorship of the Pentateuch, there is very strong 
evidence to suggest that Moses was responsible for the Book of 
Genesis. Throughout Genesis the phrase, “These are the genera-
tions of . . .” (e.g., Gen. 2:4), occurs a number of times. From 
external evidence, such as the use of what is called the colophon 
system in Mesopotamia, linguists say that these link passages 
(“these are the generations of”) actually end each section. In other 
words, they are a kind of “signature” to most of the sections. 
Thus, in Genesis chapters 1 and 2 the first section goes from 1:1 
to 2:4a, and the second section goes from 2:4b to 5:1a.

Many people say that Genesis chapter 1 and Genesis 
chapter 2 are two contradictory accounts of creation. In real-
ity, it is easy to see that these two accounts of creation are not 
contradictory but complementary. Genesis 1:1 to 2:4a is an 
account in chronological order (first, second, third, etc.) of 
the days of creation. Genesis 2:4b begins the second account, 
which is more detailed coverage of certain aspects of Genesis 
chapter 1. This second account is not meant to be chronological 
of each day of creation. In fact, it is meant to give a lot more 
of the details — particularly in relation to man and the garden 
— setting the scene for the fall of man in Genesis chapter 3.

The second account is extremely necessary for us to un-
derstand what happened in Genesis chapter 3. Not only that, 
the second account includes the actual details as to how God 
made man and woman, enabling us to understand more about 
the nature of the marriage relationship. The pattern of placing 
a more general account before the recording of certain specific 
events is not confined to the first two chapters of Genesis. We 
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find it again in Genesis 10:2–32 where we have a population 
distribution table. This is followed by Genesis 11:1–10, which 
tells us what happened at Babel in about the third generation 
of the distribution genealogy in Genesis 10.

It should be noted that in Matthew 19:4–5, when Jesus 
replied concerning the question relating to marriage, He actually 
quoted from Genesis chapter 1 and Genesis chapter 2, showing 
that He took them as complementary and authoritative. Mat-
thew 19:4 states: “Have ye not read, that he which made them 
at the beginning made them male and female” (Gen. 1:27). In 
Matthew 19:5, “And said, ‘for this cause shall a man leave father 
and mother, and shall cleave to his wife: and they twain shall 
be one flesh’” (Gen. 2:24).

17. ADAM COULD WRITE
Those who believe in evolution speculate that as man 

evolved he first had to learn to grunt, then he had to learn 
to write. He had to use stone tools and learn about farming 
before he could develop what is called “advanced technology.” 
However, the Bible tells us Adam was not “primitive” but a 
highly developed individual. For instance, we note in Genesis 
2:20, “And Adam gave names to all cattle, and to the fowl of 
the air, and to every beast of the field.” Adam could obviously 
speak; he had a complex language.

Further, in Genesis 3:20 we are told that, “Adam called his 
wife’s name, Eve; because she was the mother of all living.” In 
Genesis 5:1 we read that: “This is the book of the generations of 
Adam.” Presumably, Adam wrote down all the details that God 
had given him concerning the original creation. He would have 
recorded the other events under God’s direction, and Moses later 
obtained this material and compiled it into the Book of Genesis. If  
this is so, then Noah must have taken on board the precious docu-
ments that Adam had written, in whatever form they existed.

It should also be noted that Adam’s descendants made 
musical instruments and worked with brass and iron. Genesis 
4:21–22 states: “And his brother’s name was Jubal: he was the 
father of all such as handle the harp and organ. And Zillah, 
she also bare Tubalcain, an instructor of every artificer in brass 
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and iron: and the sister of Tubalcain was Naamah.” They were 
not primitive savages in the evolutionary progression.

18. NOAH’S FLOOD WORLDWIDE, NOT LOCAL
Those Christians who accept the evolutionary view of 

earth’s history believe that the billions of fossils found on earth 
are the result of the processes occurring over millions of years. 
These processes are said to have involved the slow formation of 
sedimentary layers associated with the trapping of organisms 
and their subsequent fossilization. Therefore, when it comes to 
the section in Genesis chapters 6 through 9 concerning Noah’s 
flood, they have a problem. If there really was a worldwide flood, 
it would have ripped up this record from supposedly millions of 
years ago and destroyed it. On the one hand, the Bible teaches 
that there was no death before Adam sinned. Therefore, fossils 
couldn’t have formed millions of years preceding Adam’s sin.

However, there has to be an explanation for the millions 
of preserved animals and plants laid down by water in layers 
all over the earth. A worldwide flood such as that of Noah’s 
time certainly is an excellent explanation. Christians who ac-
cept the fossil record as a result of millions of years of slow 
processes usually say Noah’s flood was only local in extent, not 
worldwide. The Bible teaches clearly that “all the high hills, that 
were under the whole heaven, were covered.” (Gen. 7:19).

In addition, we are told in Genesis 9:11–13 of the cov-
enant of the rainbow. God put a rainbow in the sky as a sign 
He would never again destroy the earth by a flood. We have 
obviously seen lots of floods since that time, but God has not 
broken His covenant, as He cannot do that. Therefore, these 
passages cannot be referred to as a local event, but something 
which will never be repeated — a worldwide flood!

19. THEISTIC EVOLUTION EQUALS ATHEISTIC 
EVOLUTION PLUS GOD

In reality, theistic evolution is no different from atheistic 
evolution. God is simply added to the story. Christians who 
believe God used evolution accept what the atheistic view tells 
them, and then add God to the situation and re-interpret the 
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Bible. Understanding the nature of man, that he is sinful and bi-
ased against God and that “there is none righteous, no not one,” 
any view concerning the origin of life which has a consensus of 
opinion among non-Christians should at least be suspect. As the 
Bible is the Word of God — the God who knows everything, 
who has always been there, who does not tell a lie — everything 
we believe and think must be judged against God’s Word. To 
understand any area of life we must have a Christian philosophy, 
which means we must start with the words of God, who was 
there, and not the words of men who were not.

20. ALL PEOPLE ARE DESCENDANTS OF ADAM
Because of their belief  in evolution, there are Christians 

who consider that some of the cultures around the world are 
“primitive” in an evolutionary sense. They have not “evolved” as 
far as other cultures. However, the Bible teaches in 1 Corinthi-
ans 15:45 that Adam was the first man. There are not different 
races of men in an evolutionary sense. Romans 5:12 tell us that 
because of one man’s sin (Adam) death passed upon all men, 
for all have sinned. All the different cultures of the world today 
have arisen since the time of the Tower of Babel. It was there 
that people began speaking different languages, causing them 
to go to different places on the earth’s surface.

Every human being has the same ancestor, Adam, which 
is why we all have the same problem of sin and the same need 
for a Saviour.

The same question the Lord asked the people of  Israel 
through Joshua should be a stern reminder to us concerning whom 
we are choosing to believe. This passage states, “Now therefore 
fear the Lord, and serve him in sincerity and in truth: and put 
away the gods which your fathers served on the other side of the 
flood, and in Egypt; and serve ye the Lord” (Josh. 24:14).

Perhaps today we should ask ourselves a similar question. 
“Choose you this day whom you will believe: the words of men 
who are sinful creatures, who were not there, or the words of 
God who knows everything, who was there, and who has re-
vealed to us all we need to know.”
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Appendix 2

WHY DID
GOD TAKE
SIX DAYS?

When one picks up a Bible, reads Genesis chapter 1, and 
takes it at face value, it seems to say that God created the world, 
the universe, and everything in them in six ordinary (approxi-
mately 24 hour) days. However, there is a view in our churches 
which has become prevalent over the years that these “days” 
could have been thousands, millions, or even billions of years 
in duration. Does it really matter what length these days were? 
Is it possible to determine whether or not they were ordinary 
days, or long periods of time?

WHAT IS A “DAY?”
The word for “day” in Genesis 1 is the Hebrew word yom. It 

can mean either a day (in the ordinary 24-hour day), the daylight 
portion of an ordinary 24-hour day (i.e., day as distinct from 
night), or occasionally it is used in the sense of an indefinite pe-
riod of time (e.g., “in the time of the Judges” or “In the day of 
the Lord”). Without exception, in the Hebrew Old Testament the 
word yom never means “period” (i.e., it never refers to a definite 
long period of time with specific beginning and end points). The 
word which means a long period of time in Hebrew is olam. Fur-
thermore, it is important to note that even when the word yom is 
used in the indefinite sense, it is clearly indicated by the context 
that the literal meaning of the word “day” is not intended.
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Some people say the word “day” in Genesis may have been 
used symbolically and is thus not meant to be taken literally. 
However, an important point that many fail to consider is that a 
word can never be symbolic the first time it is used! In fact, a word 
can only be used symbolically when it has first had a literal mean-
ing. In the New Testament we are told that Jesus is the “door.” 
We know what this means because we know the word “door” 
means an entrance. Because we understand its literal meaning, 
it is able to be applied in a symbolic sense to Jesus Christ, so we 
understand that “He” is literally a door. The word “door” could 
not be used in this manner unless it first had the literal meaning 
we understand it to have. Thus, the word “day” cannot be used 
symbolically the first time it is used in the Book of Genesis, as 
this is where God not only introduced the word “day” into the 
narrative, but also defined it as He invented it. Indeed, this is 
why the author of Genesis has gone to great lengths to carefully 
define the word “day” the first time it appears. In Genesis 1:4 
we read, “And God saw the light, that it was good; and God 
divided the light from the darkness” called “night.” Genesis 1:5 
then finishes with: “And God called the light Day, and the dark-
ness he called Night. And the evening and the morning were the 
first day.” This is the same phrase used for each of the other five 
days and shows there was a clearly established cycle of days and 
nights (i.e., periods of light and periods of darkness).

A DAY AND THE SUN
But how could there be day and night if  the sun wasn’t in 

existence? After all, it is clear from Genesis 1 that the sun was 
not created until day four. Genesis 1:3 tells us that God created 
light on the first day, and the phrase “evening and morning” 
shows there were alternating periods of light and darkness. 
Therefore, light was in existence, coming from one direction 
upon a rotating earth, resulting in the day and night cycle. 
However, we are told exactly where this light came from. The 
word for “light” in Genesis 1:3 means the substance of light 
that was created. Then, on day four in Genesis 1:14–19 we are 
told of the creation of the sun which was to be the source of 
light from that time onward.
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The sun was created to rule the day that already existed. 
The day stayed the same. It merely had a new light source. The 
first three days of creation (before the sun) were the same type 
of days as the three days with the sun. Perhaps God deliberately 
left the creation of the sun until the fourth day because He knew 
that down through the ages cultures would try to worship the 
sun as the source of life. Not only this, modern theories tell us 
the sun came before the earth. God is showing us that He made 
the earth and light to start with, that He can sustain it with its 
day and night cycle and that the sun was created on day four 
as a tool of His to be the bearer of light from that time.

Probably one of the major reasons people tend not to take 
the days of Genesis as ordinary days is because they believe 
that scientists have proved the earth to be billions of years old. 
But this is not true. There is no absolute age-dating method 
to determine how old the earth is. Besides this, there is much 
evidence consistent with a belief  in a young age for the earth, 
perhaps only thousands of years.

Incidentally, those who say that a day could be millions 
of years must answer the question, “What is a night?”
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WHY SIX DAYS?
God is an infinite being. He has infinite power, infinite 

knowledge, infinite wisdom. Obviously, God could then make 
anything He desired. He could have created the whole universe, 
the earth and all it contains in no time at all. Perhaps the ques-
tion we should be asking is why did God take as long as six 
days? After all, six days is a peculiar period for an infinite being 
to make anything. The answer can be found in Exodus 20:11. 
Exodus 20 contains the Ten Commandments, and it should 
be remembered that these commandments were written on 
stone by the very “finger of God.” In Exodus we read: “And 
he gave unto Moses, when he had made an end of communing 
with him upon mount Sinai, two tables of testimony, tables of 
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stone, written with the finger of God” (Exod. 31:18). The fourth 
commandment, in verse 9 of chapter 20, tells us that we are to 
work for six days and rest for one. The justification for this is 
given in verse 11: “For in six days the Lord made heaven and 
earth, the sea, and all that in them is, and rested the seventh 
day; wherefore the Lord blessed the sabbath day, and hallowed 
it.” This is a direct reference to God’s creation week in Genesis 
1. To be consistent (and we must be), whatever is used as the 
meaning of the word “day” in Genesis 1 must also be used here. 
If  you are going to say the word “day” means a long period of 
time in Genesis, then it has been already shown that the only 
way this can be is in the sense of the “day” being an indefinite 
or indeterminate period of time, not a definite period of time. 
Thus, the sense of Exodus 20:9–11 would have to be “six in-
definite periods shalt thou labor and rest a seventh indefinite 
period.” This, however, makes no sense at all. By accepting the 
days as ordinary days, we understand that God is telling us He 
worked for six ordinary days and rested one ordinary day to set 
a pattern for man — the pattern of our seven-day week which 
we still have today.

DAY-AGE INCONSISTENCIES
There are many inconsistencies in accepting the days in 

Genesis as long periods of time. For instance, we are told in 
Genesis 1:26–28 that God made the first man (Adam) on the 
sixth day. Adam lived through the rest of  the sixth day and 
through the seventh day. We are told in Genesis 5:5 that he 
died when he was 930 years old. (We are not still in the seventh 
day as some people misconstrue, for Genesis 2:2 tells us God 
“rested” from His work of creation, not that He is resting from 
His work of creation.) If  each day was, for example, a million 
years, then there are real problems. In fact, if  each day were only 
a thousand years long, this still makes no sense of Adam’s age 
at death either.

A DAY IS AS A THOUSAND YEARS
But some then refer to 2 Peter 3:8 which tells us: “But, 

beloved, be not ignorant of this one thing, that one day is 
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with the Lord as a thousand years, and a thousand years as 
one day.” This verse is used by many who teach, by inference 
at least, that the days in Genesis must each be a thousand 
years long. This reasoning, however, is quite wrong. Turn-
ing to Psalm 90:4 we read a similar verse: “For a thousand 
years in thy sight are but as yesterday when it is past, and as a 
watch in the night.” In both 2 Peter 3 and Psalm 90 the whole 
context is that God is neither limited by natural processes nor 
by time. To the contrary, God is “outside” time, for He also 
“created” time. Neither verse refers to the days of creation in 
Genesis, for they are dealing with God not being bound by 
time. In 2 Peter 3, the context is in relation to Christ’s second 
coming, pointing out the fact that with God a day is just like 
a thousand years or a thousand years is just like one day. He 
is outside of time. This has nothing to do with the days of 
creation in Genesis.

Further, in 2 Peter 3:8 the word “day” is contrasted with 
“a thousand years.” The word “day” thus has a literal meaning 
which enables it to be contrasted with “a thousand years.” It 
could not be contrasted with “a thousand years” if  it didn’t have 
a literal meaning. Thus, the thrust of the Apostle’s message is 
that God can do in a very short time what men or “nature” would 
require a very long time to accomplish, if  they could accomplish 
it at all. It is interesting to note that evolutionists try to make out 
that the chance, random processes of “nature” required millions 
of years to produce man. Many Christians have accepted these 
millions of years, added them to the Bible and then said that 
God took millions of years to make everything. However, the 
point of 2 Peter 3:8 is that God is not limited by time, whereas 
evolution requires time (a very great deal of it!).

DAYS AND YEARS
In Genesis 1:14 we read that God said, “Let there be lights 

in the firmament of the heaven to divide the day from the night; 
and let them be for signs, and for seasons, and for days, and 
years.” If  the word “day” here is not a literal day, then the word 
“years” being used in the same verse would be meaningless.
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DAY AND COVENANT
Turning to Jeremiah 33:25–26 we read: “Thus saith the 

Lord; If  my covenant be not with day and night, and if  I have 
not appointed the ordinances of heaven and earth; then will I 
cast away the seed of Jacob, and David my servant so that I will 
not take any of his seed to be rulers over the seed of Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob; for I will cause their captivity to return, and 
have mercy on them.” The Lord is telling Jeremiah that He has 
a covenant with the day and the night which cannot be broken, 
and it is related to the promise to the descendants of David, in-
cluding the One who was promised to take the throne (Christ). 
This covenant between God and the day and night began in 
Genesis 1, for God first defined and invented day and night 
when He spoke them into existence. There is no clear origin for 
day and night in the Scripture other than Genesis 1. Therefore, 
this must be the beginning of this covenant. So if  this covenant 
between the day and the night does not exist when God clearly 
says it does (i.e., if  you do not take Genesis 1 to literally mean six 
ordinary days), then this promise given here through Jeremiah 
is on shaky ground.

DOES THE LENGTH OF THE DAY MATTER?
Finally, does it really matter whether we accept them as 

ordinary days or not? The answer is a most definite “Yes!” It is 
really a principle of how one approaches the Bible. For instance, 
if  we don’t accept them as ordinary days then we have to ask the 
question, “What are they?” The answer is “We don’t know.” If  
we approach the days in this manner, then to be consistent we 
should approach other passages of Genesis in the same way. 
For instance, when it says God took dust and made Adam 
— what does this mean? If  it does not mean what is says, then 
we don’t know what it means! We should take Genesis literally. 
Furthermore, it should be noted that you cannot “interpret lit-
erally,” for a “literal interpretation” is a contradiction in terms. 
You either take it literally or you interpret it! It is important to 
realize we should take it literally unless it is obviously symbolic, 
and when it is symbolic either the context will make it quite 
clear or we will be told in the text.
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If a person says that we do not know what the word “day” 
means in Genesis, can another person who says they are literal 
days be accused of being wrong? The answer is “No,” because 
the person who accepts them as ordinary days does know what 
they mean. It is the person who does not know what the days 
mean who cannot accuse anyone of being wrong.

People try to make the word “day” say something else 
because they are trying to make room for the long ages of evo-
lutionary geology. This doesn’t work because these supposed 
ages are represented by fossils showing death and struggle, 
and thus you are left with the same old problem of death and 
struggle before Adam. The Bible clearly indicates that there 
was no death and suffering before Adam’s sin.

When people accept at face value what Genesis is teaching 
and accept the days as ordinary days, they will have no problem 
understanding what the rest of Genesis is all about.

For in six days the Lord made heaven and earth, the sea, 
and all that in them is, and rested the seventh day; wherefore the 
Lord blessed the sabbath day, and hallowed it” (Exod. 20:11).
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Chapter 11
	 1.	 In recent years, partly because of the success of creationist 

geologists in pointing out the clear evidence of rapid pro-
cesses in the rocks, many evolutionary geologists have begun 
to abandon the “slow and gradual” view in favor of the idea 
that there were many great catastrophes in the earth’s his-
tory responsible for shaping it. However, their opposition 
to the catastrophe described in the Bible is as vehement and 
as “willfully ignorant” as ever. A more complete treatment 
of this area can be found in the literature mentioned in the 
resource section.

Appendix 1
	 1.	 An offshoot of theistic evolution, which is sometimes pro-

moted by Christians who are sensitive to criticism of evolu-
tion, is known as progressive creation. This idea holds that 
while life was developing through the vast ages imagined 
by evolutionists, God stepped in at various times along the 
way. At each point, He created something new which the 
evolutionary process could not accomplish without His 
help. Progressive creation implies that God’s forethought 
in creation was not adequate for the complete evolutionary 
process at the beginning. It will be seen that the arguments 
against progressive creation are covered by the arguments 
against theistic evolution, particularly with reference to death 
and struggle existing before man.

	 2.	 It is, of course, powerfully symbolic (more correctly a type) 
of the future relationship between Christ and His church. But 
what does it tell us, symbolically or poetically or whatever, 
in its own context, about beginnings? Old Testament types 
(e.g., Moses as a type of Christ) are always real people and 
events in real history.

				   It is also important to note that the Jews divided their 
writings into three groups: history, poetry, and prophecy. 
Genesis was included in their list of historical writings. Thus, 
they accepted it as real history.
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RESOURCES

The following list of resources is recommended for researching 
further into the topics referred to in this book.

All books can be obtained in the United States through Master 
Books, and Answers in Genesis. Addresses are given in section 
19 below.

	 1.	 A Is for Adam — Ken and Mally Ham (Master Books, Green 
Forest, AR, 1995). This is a children’s rhyme book with notes 
designed to give you background information for each rhyme, 
thus equipping you to explain the concepts in greater detail. 
It is like reading a commentary on the Book of Genesis!

	 2.	 Answers Book, The — Ken Ham, Dr. Andrew Snelling, and 
Dr. Carl Wieland (Master Books, Green Forest, AR, 1992). 
Now you can have at your fingertips solid answers to those 
puzzling questions on creation/evolution and the Bible that 
are so often avoided or sidestepped, even though they come 
up all the time. How did the kangaroo get to Australia? Where 
did Cain get his wife? Dinosaurs? Where did all the races 
come from? Were there ice ages? Carbon-dating? Drifting 
continents? Fangs in Eden? Noah’s flood: Where did all the 
water go? What about the gap theory? Star-time? Six-day 
creation? Detailed answers to the 12 most-asked questions 
on creation and evolution. Plus: each answer includes a brief  
summary to help you grasp the idea at a glance.

	 3.	 Bone of Contention — Sylvia Baker, Creation Science Founda-
tion Ltd., Australia for Evangelical Press, England, Second 
Impression, 1987. This is one of the best brief  overviews of 
the whole creation/evolution question. Thousands of copies 
have been distributed around the world, and many people 
give testimony that they became Christians as a result of this 
particular book.

	 4.	 Bones of Contention — Marvin L. Lubenow (Baker Books, 
Grand Rapids, MI, 1992). One of the best and most re-
cent publications available that documents the intriguing 
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background and information about the various so-called 
ape-men. After reading this book you will be shocked to 
find how brainwashed we have been about this issue. A 
thoroughly researched work that details information on 
all the familiar ape-men we were taught about in school: 
Neanderthal Man, Nebraska Man, Piltdown Man, Peking 
Man, etc. Great chapters that help Christians understand 
why evolution cannot be accepted, and an intriguing section 
on who wrote Genesis.

	 5.	 Creation and the Modern Christian — Henry M. Morris 
(Master Books, Green Forest, AR, 1985). A wide-ranging 
look at the importance of the doctrine of creation for the 
Church today. Examining the Bible’s plain teachings on cre-
ation, Dr. Morris paves the way for churches to understand 
the science and theology behind the issue of creation vs. 
evolution.

	 6.	 Creation magazine — published quarterly by Answers in 
Genesis, Australia, and is available through any of their 
various headquarters. This magazine is produced in glossy 
style with many full-color photos and illustrations. Each is-
sue covers various aspects of creation/evolution and related 
topics. This can be used very effectively in witnessing as well 
as in educating the whole family. Yearly subscriptions are 
available, and back issues may be purchased if  available. See 
Answers in Genesis address list on pages 178.

	 7.	 Creation: Facts of Life — Dr. Gary Parker (Master Books, 
Green Forest, AR, 1994). A leading creation scientist and 
speaker presents the classic arguments for evolution used in 
public schools, universities, and the media, and refutes them 
in an entertaining and easy-to-read style. Once an evolution-
ist, Dr. Parker is well qualified to refute these arguments. A 
must for students and teachers alike.

	 8.	 Genesis Record, The — Henry M. Morris (Baker Book House, 
Grand Rapids, MI, 1976). A verse by verse commentary 
through the entire Book of Genesis. Dr. Henry Morris, in an 
easy-to-understand style, explains all the biblical and scientific 
aspects of creation. As all Christian doctrine ultimately has 
its basis in the Book of Genesis, it is absolutely vital that 
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every Christian believe and understand this book in order to 
understand what Christianity is all about. This is a scientific 
devotional in narrative style — the “Rolls Royce” of creation 
books!

	 9.	 In the Minds of Men — Ian T. Taylor (TFE Publishing, To-
ronto, Canada, 1984). The best layman’s summary on all of 
the historical aspects of the evolutionary philosophy and its 
effect on men’s thinking.

	10.	 Life Before Birth — Dr. Gary Parker (Master Books, Green 
Forest, AR, 1992). Were we people before we were born? 
Do we have useless leftover animal parts inside us? Dr. Gary 
Parker’s popular Christian family book, reprinted and revised 
in a colorful format, brilliantly combines a family teaching 
book about development of a human being from the DNA 
upwards (and tasteful sex education), with a very powerful 
pro-life, pro-creation, pro-family, and pro-Christian message. 
Highly recommended for every Christian family.

	11.	 The Long War Against God — Dr. Henry M. Morris (Baker 
Book House, Grand Rapids, MI, 1992). Another of Dr. Mor-
ris’ classic works which deals with the relevance of creation 
to the Christian. Dr. Morris, in this thoroughly researched 
masterpiece, documents the history of the creation/evolution 
conflict and its effect on nations down through the ages. Very 
rich! Your understanding of the creation/evolution issue will 
never be the same after reading this work. Contains over 500 
quotes and citations. (Semi-technical)

	12.	 Starlight and Time — Dr. D. Russell Humphreys (Master 
Books, Green Forest, AR, 1994). The Bible teaches the 
universe is just thousands of years old and yet we can see 
stars that are billions of light-years away. In his book Dr. 
Humphreys explains his new cosmology with an easy-to-read 
popular summary and has included two technical papers.

	13.	 Stones and Bones — Dr. Carl Wieland (Master Books, Green 
Forest, AR, 1994). Basic reasons why Christians (and some 
non-Christians) reject evolution in favor of creation. Easy-to-
understand explanations on fossils, missing links, mutations, 
dinosaurs, natural selection, and more.
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	14.	 Understanding the Times — David A. Noebel (Summit Press, 
Manitou Springs, CO, 1991). Most Christians don’t fully 
understand the world we live in. What are today’s dominant 
world views? How can they be refuted? Extremely well-
documented and indexed.

	15.	 The Young Earth — Dr. John D. Morris (Master Books, Green 
Forest, AR, 1994). The book we’ve all been waiting for! Dr. 
John Morris, a geologist, explains in easy-to-understand 
terms how true science supports a young earth. Filled with 
facts that will equip laymen and scientists alike.

	16.	 Video Series — Answers in Genesis — Ken Ham and Dr. 
Gary Parker. These 12 videos cover an entire AIG seminar. 
They feature everything from Dr. Gary Parker’s testimony 
of how he changed from an evolutionist to a creationist, and 
includes Ken’s challenging message on creation evangelism. 
Available from Master Books.

	17.	 Creation newsletters — Newsletters are available from the 
following organizations free on request. These newsletters 
usually detail the activities of the corresponding organiza-
tion, as well as include important teaching on many aspects 
of the creation/evolution controversy.

		  (a) Answers in Genesis, published monthly by Answers in 
Genesis, P.O. Box 6330, Florence, KY 41022-6330, USA.

		  (b) Creation Science Prayer News, published quarterly by 
Creation Science Foundation Ltd., P.O. Box 6302, Acacia 
Ridge DC, Qld 4110, Australia.

		  FOR CANADA ONLY: Answers in Genesis, 5 - 420 Erb St. 
W., Suite 213, Waterloo, Ontario, Canada N2L 6K6

	18.	 Personnel Available for Ministry — Speakers gifted and 
trained in presenting biblical and/or scientific aspects of the 
creation/evolution controversy — from layman through tech-
nical level — are available for teaching, preaching, debates, 
etc. In the United States contact Answers in Genesis, P.O. 
Box 6330, Florence KY 41022-6330. In Australia contact 
Answers in Genesis, P.O. Box 6302, Acacia Ridge DC, Qld 
4110, Australia.
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	19.	 Other Books and Resources — For a comprehensive listing of 
books and other resources available on the creation/evolution 
issue, contact the following organizations:

				    Master Books
				    P.O. Box 727
				    Green Forest, AR 72638

	 			   Answers in Genesis
				    P.O. Box 510
				    Hebron, KY 41048
	
				    Answers in Genesis
				    P.O. Box 8078
				    Leicester, LE21 9AJ
				    United Kingdom

				    Institute for Creation Research
	 			   P.O. Box 2667
				    El Cajon, CA 92021
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