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The theory
of evolution
man
God, forget
requires that
forget
his Bible, and forget his own uniqueness. That is more than enough
to make it wrong.
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Note-The author hopes that the following
paragraphs will be of service in helping the
readers to answer this question as it arises in
their contacts with the world that has so
largely adopted the theories of evolution.
However, the reader should realize that this
article gives only some of the faults of the
evolutionary theory and does not attempt
to be exhaustive.
There is much disagreement as to
the effect of the doctrine of evolution
upon people, upon our society, and
upon our churches. But it is at least
very evident that evolutionary philoso
phy does not lead people into a knowl
edge ofand a commitment to God. Ever
since the followers of Darwin popular
ized the doctrine of evolution, evolu
tionary philosophy has been known
for its dc-emphasizing of God and His
works. Certainly no one can deny that
these teachings have brought about a
loss of confidence in the reliability of
the Holy Scriptures. Even the form of
belief we call theistic evolution has
failed to give Cod the honor it claims
to give Him, for theistic evolution is
incompatible with a belief in the in
spiration of the Bible. Consequently, a
loss of understanding of the true
nature of man, of the needs of man,
and of the necessity for God's remedy
for man's sin has accompanied the loss
in confidence in the Bible.
In its more extreme form, evolu
tionary philosophy views man as only
a highly developed animal with no
responsibility to God, and with no real
reason to restrain his moral behavior.
Thus, man becomes his own god, with
the power to formulate his own moral
laws. This blasphemous philosophy has
undoubtedly contributed extensively
to the moral bankruptcy in which so
much of Europe and the United States
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now finds itself.
There are individuals who claim
that they can maintain a form of
evolutionary philosophy and still have
a high regard for God and for the
Saviour. We do not wish to judge the
inner thoughts of these people, but we
can certainly observe that such beliefs
do not often accompany the piety and
simple faith which are, according to
the Bible, the marks of a true Chris
tian. I seriously doubt that evolution
ary teachings have ever led anyone to
God or increased anyone's devotion to
God. Thus, from the practical stand
point there is a great deal wrong with
evolution.
A second objectionable feature of
the doctrine of evolution is that it is
not in agreement with the plain state
ments of the divinely inspired Word of
God. To make the first two chapters
of Genesis teach that man evolved
from lower animals does a grave in
justice to the reliability of divine reve
lation, and also to the reliability of
language. The Genesis account of the
creation of man in the image of God
gives absolutely no hint nor suggestion
that man evolved from lower organ
isms. Rather it points out the contrast
between man and the animals, by in
dicating that Adam could find no
animal that was "bone of my [hisi
bones, and flesh of my [hisj flesh"
(Gen. 2:23).
If one resorts to the theory that the
Genesis account is an allegory designed
to convey a spiritual, rather than
literal meaning, we are then faced with
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the question of why the Holy Spirit
gave a detailed description of the
creation of Adam and Eve-even to the
point of giving the precise geographic
location of the Garden of Eden (Gen.
2:10.14). If God knew that man really
had evolved from lower animals, how
then could it have been a righteous act
on His part to give man a description
of creation which is so opposite to
evolution? The Hebrew language was
very adequate to have allowed a
general description of creation which
would not have conveyed the idea of a
specific series of events by which
plants, animals, and man were created.
Thus, the theistic evolutionist is
actually accusing God of knowingly
giving Moses a picture of the origin of
life which does not correspond at all
to reality.
A third failure of evolutionary
doctrine is revealed by the fact that
man is unique, that is, distinctly and
qualitatively different from animals.
Theistic evolutionists usually try to
maintain the reality of this uniqueness,
but are at a loss to explain where in
the supposed evolutionary history of
man this uniqueness arose. In other
words, no amount of evolutionary
change in the body of an ape-like an
cestor-or even in the brain of such an
ancestor-could result in creation of a
rational, self-conscious human being,
with the capacity to know and wor
ship God. All attempts to explain how
man could have biologically evolved
from lower animals, yet have been
uniquely created, are very unsatis
factory.
A fourth fundamental objection
to the doctrine of evolution is that it
encourages the practice of trying to
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"compartmentalize" ideas in one's
mind. Thus a man will try to keep his
Biblical beliefs in one part of his mind,
but at the same time try to maintain
contradicting evolutionary ideas in an
other part. However, this is really an
impossible practice, because of the
fact that our God teaches us, both in
the Bible and in nature, that two op
posite teachings cannot both be true.
The end result of the "compartmental
izing" practice is that the person soon
develops either a distorted view of the
Bible, or a distorted view of science, or
both.
One of the failures of evolutionary
teachings which is widespread, yet is
almost completely unnoticed, is the
adverse effect which evolutionary
doctrine has on the teaching of biolo
gy in our public schools. It is a strange
enigma that the very philosophy which
is said to enlighten man's mind so that
he can properly understand living
organisms, actually hinders large num
bers of students from gaining an appre
ciable knowledge of the biological
world. (This is most unfortunate, for
the study of the intricacies and com
plex cellular organization of living
things could be one of the most bene
ficial parts of education-a part which
gives abundant and overwhelming evi
dence concerning the wisdom and
marvelous works of God.) A high per
centage of biology teachers in the
public schools feel that they must
present biology from an evolutionary
standpoint, or at least within a some
what hidden evolutionary framework.
However, this necessarily introduces a
large amount of speculative, non
demonstrable, and confusing material
into the teaching process. Biology is,
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for the most part, a very exact science
which has accumulated great masses of
factual material, but the doctrine of
biological evolution is highly theoreti
cal. Different authors and teachers
present conflicting views concerning
the supposed evolutionary origin of
specific plants and animals. For ex
ample, evolutionary biologists have
never been able to agree on the origin
of vertebrate animals. Some have
taught that they evolved from seg
mented worms, others that they were
derived from scorpion-like animals of
the Phylum Arthropoda, and still
others that they evolved from mem
bers of the group to which the star
fishes belong.
Such disagreement among the
biologists themselves concerning the
origin and evolutionary history of
specific plants and animals has also
made it very difficult for them to
agree on a usable classification of the
groups of living things. Because of this
disagreement, many of the families,
classes, and orders of plants and
animals have been rearranged numer
ous times, leaving students in a state of
bewilderment. This instability of
evolutionary theory often gives stu
dents the impression that the entire
study of biology is in a state of un
certainty. Such an impression is very
incorrect, because there is a vast body
of information concerning both the
structure and physiology of living
things, which is understood with cer
tainty. For example, the main facts
which the early naturalists learned
about animals and plants have stood
the test of time. Thus, when these
men, many decades ago, observed that
jellyfishes have a highly branched

digestive system which distributes
food to all parts of the body, they
were contributing factual information
to our knowledge of the lower
animals. In the same way, they, the
biologists who have lived since, have
accurately observed many more defi
nite functions of jellyfishes and other
creatures.
When students are led to lose sight
of the definitely known information
about living things, and to concentrate
on the indefinite and controversial
theories of evolutionary origins of
those living things, they are suffering a
great loss. They are losing much of the
joy of discovery of the orderly
processes and activities which go on
constantly in God's world of living
organisms. And further, they often
lose what interest they may have had
in the science of biology.
Thus it is evident that our society is
suffering numerous losses because of
evolutionary teachings. The spiritual
losses mentioned in the earlier part of
this article are so serious that we need
to be ready to help all who have fallen
under their influence. We should also
take whatever steps we can to correct,
the loss in the realm of education.
Why should uncertainty rule in the
minds of students when the infallible
truths of the Bible are available, and
when there are so many definitely
known aspects of biology to learn?
*Theistic evolution is a form of belief which
admits the necessity of God as creator of
the original earth, but holds that God then
used evolutionary processes for the de
velopment of life. Some theistic evolution
ists hold that God actively controlled and
directed the evolutionary processes all the
way from the lower forms oflife to the sup
posed emergence of man.
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