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OUR LESSON TONIGHT DEALS WITH T H E SUBJECT "GOD THE CREATOR" OR"-THE CREATOR GOO. " AND 
I T I S NATURAL THAT I H A LESSON L I K E T H I S WE WOULO TAKE OUR TEXT FROM T H E VERY F IRST VERSE OF 
THE B I B L E WHICH STATES T H A T . " I N THE BEGINNING GOD CREATED T H E HEAVENS AND T H E E A R T H , " THERE 
ARE A NUMBER OF THEORIES WHICH CHALLENGE THAT VERSE AND WHICH DENY THAT IT I S I N REALITY AN 
A C C U R A T E S T A T E M E N T C O N C E R N I N G T H é C R E A T I O N O F T H E H E A V E N A N D T H E E A R T H . T H I S I S E S P E C I A L L Y 

TRUE AS LEAVING THAT VERSE WE GO INTO THE VERSES WHICH IMMEDIATELY FOLLOW I N GENESIS 1 AND 2 
B A S I C A L L Y T H E T H E O R Y W H I C H D E N I E S I T I S C A L L E D E V O L U T I O N , й п м г п и т � с і F v n i i m n u i c i Q Q K B O 

і ірдм * c a~iM~ g|MBi v л n i » ! Q g t O O it�n�nwv HI і � т н . ^ i r мпт g n ___________ i s NOT S I M P L Y A B I O -

LOGICAL THEORY, I T IS WHAT M l g j g ГІГ ГП.Г **n л R H I a i СИПЫ •^tiM'?|.OGY OR IT I ? AN INTERPRETAT ION 

OF THE UNIVERSE. AND THE PRINCIPLES OF EVOLUTION HAVE BEEN A P P L I E D TO A L M O S T EVERYTHING IN 

THE UNIVERSE, T H E R E ARE ENTIRE EDUCATIONAL SYSTEMS WHICH ARE NOTHING MORE THAN T H E P R I N C I -

PLES OF EVOLUTION A P P L I E D TO EDUCATION. T H E R E ARE P O L I T I C A L THEORIES WHICH ARE NOTHING MORE 

THAN PRINCIPLES OF EVOLUTION A P P L I E D TO HISTORY, DESTRUCTIVE HIGH C R I T I C I S M IN B I B L I C A L STUDIES 

IS NOTHING MORE THAN THE PRINCIPLES OF EVOLUTION A P P L I E D TO T H E STUDY OF THE iVORD OF G O D , T H U S , 

THE SUBJECT IS AN IMPORTANT ONE, FOR IN OUR MODERN SOCIETY IT IS I M P O S S I B L E FOR A C H R I S T I A N TO 

TURN IN ANY DIRECTION WITHOUT BEING EXPOSED IN ONE FORM OR ANOTHER TO THE PRINCIPLES OF EVOLU-

T I O N , І Т FLOWS IN EVERY ASPECT OF SECULAR L I F E AND IT HAS INVADED RELIGIOUS L I F E TO A GREAT O E �

GREE, _ _ ^ ^ 

W H E N W E T U R N T O T H E P R O B L E M O F C R E A T I O N T H E R E A R E O N L V J T H R E E p o s s i a i , � * � т � д о і . т і т і ^ ь � д і O N E 

OF THESE SOLUTIONS I S REFERRED TO AS ATHEISTIC E V O L U T L P N WHICH TEACHES THAT THERE IS NO GOD 

AND THEREFORE H E COULD HAVE HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH I T . T H E SECOND I S T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION THAT 

T H E R E i s A G O D A N D G O D M A D E T H E U H I V E R S E B U T G O D D I D I T T H R O U G H T H E P R O C E S S O F E V O L U T I O N . A N D 

T H E T H I R D D O C T R I N E O R T H E O N L Y O T H E R A L T E R N A T I V E I S T H A T O F F I A T C R E A T I O N W H I C H I S T H A T D E S C R I -

B E D T O U S A T T H E B E G I N N I N G O F T H E W O R D W H E N I T S A Y S . R , A N D G O D S A I D * � A M D ' M T W A S S O . " F L A T C R E -

A T I O N I S N O T H I N G M O R E T H A N A S P O K E N C R E A T I O N . S A Y I N G I M E S S E N C E T H A T G O O S P O K E T H E W O R L D I N T O 

B E I N G O R I N T O E X I S T E N C E , I " K I N K O B V I O U S L Y F O R T H I 5 A U D I E N C E T H A T T H E O N L Y T W O P O S S I B L E A L T E R -

N A T I V E S A R E E I T H E R T H E I S T I C E V O L U T I O N O R F I A T C R E A T I O N . A N D I T 1 5 T H E B U R D E N O F T H I S L E S S O N T O -

N I G H T T O S E E K T O I M P R E S S U P O N Y O U T H A T T H E D O C T R I N E O F T H E I S T I C E V O L U T I O N I S N O T A L I V E C H O I C E . 

і т I S N O T A L O G I C A L A L T E R N A T I V E F O R A N Y O N E W H O B E L I E V E S 111 G O D A N D W H O B E L I E V E S T H E B L B L E T O 

B E T H E W O R D O F G O D „ N O W W E D O N O T INTENTA, T O G O I N T O A D E T A I L E D D I S C U S S I O N O F T H E S C I E N T I F I C 

E V O L U T I O N W H I C H H A S B E E N S U G G E S T E D O N T H E O M E H A M O T O F A V O R E V O L U T I O N A N D O N T H E O T H E R H A N D 

O P P O S E I T . B U T W H A T W E W A N T T O D O I S S H O W T H A T T H E T H E O R Y O F T H E I S T I C E V O L U T I O N I S I N C O M -

P A T I B L E WITH A L I T E R A L INTERPRETATION OF THE WORD OF GOD . 

T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION, UEFINED AS WE HAVE SUGGESTED, S I M P L Y HOLDS THAT GOD CREATED, BUT 

THAT GOD HAJ3 n n N F tT THRTaJ If�H J.N � i m i , H T I o : , � . l . v РКЛС.ЙЯЯ , Wl�IEN THE DOCTRINE BEGAN TO BE E S -

POUSED BY S C I E N T I S T S , WHEN DARWIN HAD MADE IT POPULAR, IT WAS I M M E D I A T E L Y ADAPTED IN L IBERA L 

CIRCLES AND IT IMMEDIATELY FOUND ITS HOME IN MODERNISTIC CHURCHES AND THEIR S E M I N A R I E S . B U T 

BY AND LARGE V/HAT WE REFER TO AS THE EVANGELICALS, V/HAT WE WOULD REFER TO A S BEING CONSER-

VATIVES IN THE RELIGIOUS WORLD, DENIED THAT THEISTIC WAS A L I V E OPTION OF ANYONE WITH F A I T H IN 

GOD. R E A L L Y , I T WAS NOT U N T I L AFTER T H E SECOND WORLD WAR WITH T H E RISE o r T H E NEW E V A N G E L I �

CALISM , WHEN THOSE WHO WFr** TUR�M Віг�ЦД П ir�ДІ с л к п oc�Mc�F�Fn/ATIVES QgCinFTi Vt�іАТ THF�v мгг�прг. TO 
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MAKE SOME KIND OF IMPACT UPON THE INTELLECTUAL WORLD THAT THEY BEtiAN TO SURRENDFH THEIR 

FAITH IN FIAT CREATION AND BEGAN TO COMPROMISE THAT FAITH W I T H T H E DOCTRINE OF T H E I S T I C 

EVOLUTION. MANY AND INGENIOUS HAVE BEEN THE DEVICES THOUGHT UP BY MEN TO CREATE SOME 

KIND OF UNION BETWEEN FIA T CREATION AMD A T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION. BUT SOMEHOW WHENEVER MEN 

SOUGHT TO GET THESE TWO TOGETHER AND JOIN THEM I N UNHOLY WEDLOCK, THEY WERE ALWAYS TO 

BE FOUND INCOMPATIBLE, BUT MEN WOULD NOT GIVE U ? . AND THOUGH THEY COULD NOT JOIN T H E M 

IN WEDLOCK. RELATIONS WERE FORCED AND AN I L L I G I T 1 M A T E OFFSPRING CAME FORTH THAT IS R E -

FERRED TO AS T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION. T H E RESULT HAS BEEN THAT T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION HAS NEVER 

REALLY BEEN ACCEPTED IN EITHER C A M P . T H E T H E I S T I C EVOLUTIONIST IS NOT ACCEPTED IN T H E 

CAMP OF THE THOROUGH D I E D � I N � T H E � W O O L EVOLUTIONIST BECAUSE HE HAS TOO MUCH F A I TH IN GOD. 

AND THE T H E I S T I C EVOLUTIONISH CANNOT BE ACCEPTED IN THE CAMP OF B l B L E BELIEVERS BECAUSE 

HE HAS TOO L I T T L E FAITH IN G o D . A ND SO THE T H E I S T I C EVOLUTIONIST HAS BEEN DESTINED TO BE 

NOTHING MORE THAN A CAMP FOLLOWER .JUST S I M P L Y PICKING UP THE LEAVINGS AND THE LITTERINGS 

OF THE TWO SEPERATE GROUPS. T H E A T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION.ST LAUGHS A T THE T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION-

IST BECAUSE THE A T H E I S T I C EVOLUTIONIST BELIEVES THAT BY HIS THEORY HE HAS IN H I S OWN L A N -

GUAGE "PUSHED THE CREATOR OUT OF DOOFIS. " H E HAS ELBOWED THE CREATOR OUT OF ANY CONSIDE-

RATION AT ALL SO THAT THERE IS NO LONGER ANY ROOM FOR GOD. 

A G A I N , OUR THESIS TONIGHT I S THAT THERE IS MO POSSIBLE WAY FOR US TO R F P n N r n r T H F �,nr.�

TRINE OF T H E I S T I C ИДИ ІІГШКІ W I T H T H F тыігп r w u i r ne тыс W o o n n g П�п o p уугтн THE B l B L E j N T E R �

PRETED LITERALLY AND I WANT TO SUGGEST F I V E REASONS WHY T H I S I S T R U E � V 7 J ) H F I � A N S F T U F B l B L E 

TEACHES THAT G o n r.�^ATFt�. Tutr w n m n л g w r кпиі KNOW IT IN SIX L I T E R A L DAYS. I KNOW THAT AS 

MEN HAVE SOUGHT TO COMPROMISE BETWEEN T H E I S M AND EVOLUTION AND COME UP W I T H T H E I S T I C EVO-

LUTION, THEY HAVE SAID T H I S I S NOT SO, THAT THE B l B L E DOESN'T SAY HOW LONG THEJ3AYS WERE. 

T H E Y CONTEND THAT THERE I S EVERY POSSIBIL IT Y THAT T H E DAVS WERE AGES LONG�. В и т I SUGGEST 

THAT T H I S POSITION CANNOT BE HELD BY ANY INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS MADE A CAREFUL STUDY OF T H E 

W O R D O F G O D . "Ü^IFASTJOF A L L B E C A U S E A N Y P A S S A G E O F S C R I P T U R E M U S T B E I N T E R P R E T E D L I T E R -

A L L Y UNLESS THERE IS GOOD REASON IN THE CONTENT -OF? IT TO RF ПТНІ*ЯІИ| ff g , AND THERE IS A B S O -

LUTELY NO REASON IN THE CONTEXT OF GENESIS 1 FOR AMY INTERPRETATION TO BE PLACED UPON THE 

V/ORD "DAY" OTHER THAN THE LITERA L INTERPRETATION. IN TНКсГ^^Ш^АСЕ THESE, »S ANOTHER 

GOOD HEBREW WORD V/HICH MEANS A | ПМ^ T " " * WWCH M ^ J ^ n n HAVE USED HAD T H I S BEEN THE 

IOEA HE WAS SEEKING TO GET ACROSS TO HIS READERS. IJ�HRDLJiV IN ONLY A SMALL NUMBER OF THE 

MORE THAN 1 , 3 0 0 OCCASIONS WHEN THE WORD n D A Y , f OR ''DAYS'" IS USED I N THE O L D T E S T A M E N T NEED 

»Г HAVE ANY MEANING OTHER THAN T H E LITERAL MEANING AND THERE IT I S MADE COMPLETELY EVIDENT 

BY THE CONTEXT IN WHICH IT IS PLACED .. I HE ÇÕUj-m-ljrEASaN IS PERHAPS MOST DECISIVE IN MY OWN 
MIND, AND THAT IS THAT THE WORD "DftY" IS ЫЮЯИЦ M�r**"�.\/^�l*rT�g | T U F \мпвп í_Utííí ' g »"-»I**' l t g l r r -
IN ANY SENSE BUT THE I_1TFPU' UgHM. WH-BH IT >щ в у ^ і � і ч � г п пм л » i t r « n r n rf� лм рДОЦ|А| T H A T I S , 

WHEN WE HEAR OF THE "FIRS T DAY" OR THE "SECOND DAY" OR THE "THIRD DAY" OR T H E "TENTH D A Y . * 

NEVER IN THE OLD TESTATMENT IS IT USED IN AMY BUT THE LITERAL S E N S E. * ND SO IN G E N E S I S 1 

WHEN WE HEAR OF THE SIX D*.YS OF CREATION, I T WOULD THEN AT LEAST SEEM TO MEAN THAT THESE 

WERE LITERAL DAYS. |N THE FÌSTrTPU^pb , WHENEVER THE WORD "GAY*," ' " " ' » я * IM T H F P I праі 

A S IT D O E S I N E X O D U S ? I ì ; H W H E N WF ВЕКО COWeERWHe б И И М � W M i W | M SIX " A V S T H F і п и р MAnF 

HEAVEN AND EARTH, THE SEA AND A L L T H A I IN THEM I S . " (THE STATEMENT IS REPEATED IN EXODUS 

3 i ; i 7 ) . iT^LS�ALWAYS USED IN T H F t iTp;pftl SEHSE T H E R E IS NO EXAMPLE FROM G E N E S I S TO M A L I �

CHI OF ITS BEING USED TO MEAN ' A LONG T I M E . " I F LANGUAGE AND LANGUAGE USE MEANS ANYTHING, 

MOSES HAS SAID THAT GOD CREATED T H E WORLO IN SIX L I T E R A L DAYS. T H I S DOES NOT HARMONIZE 

WITH T H E THEORY OF T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION, 
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T H E SEAÇTSNB R E A ^ S O N J T ì Ì A T T H E D O C T R I N E O F T H E I S T I C E V O L U T I O N C A N N O T B E M A D E T O H A R M O N I Z E 

W I T H T H E B I B L E I N T E R P R E T E D L I T E R A L L Y I S T H A T I N T H E G E M E S - S A C C O U N T E A C H O F T H E C R E A T E D 

ORDERS WERE S A I D TO REPRODUCE "AFTER ITS KIMD " MOW I T 13 TRUE THAT T H I S DOES NOT PRECLUDE 
A GREAT DEAL OF VARIATION W I T H I N T H E SPECIES. і т OOES NOT MEAN T H A T WE CANNOT HAVE DOGS 

RANGING FROM T H E TOY CHIHUAHUA TO T H E S A I N T BERNARD. WHAT I T DOES MEAN I S THAT VERY D E F I �

M I T F I V � л и г I I M ' T A T I O N . W H A T E V E R L I M I T A T I O N I T I S I S N O T R E A L L Y I M P O R T A N T N O W , S O M E L I M I -

T A T I O N H A S B E E N P L A C E D U P O N T H E R E P R O D U C T I O N O R T H E C H A N G I N G O F T H E D I F F E R E N T O R D E R S O F 

BEINGS. EVOLUTION RECOGNIZES NO SUCH L I M I T A T I O N S WHETHER I T BE T H E I S T I C OR A T H E I S T I C , FOR 

T H E OOCTRINE OF EVOLUTION I S EASED UPON T H E FACT THAT THERE I S NO L I M I T A T I O N A N D THAT FROM 

THE ORIGINAL B I T OF L I F E . WHATEVER I T WAS. WHETHER I T WAS CREATED BV FORCES UPON T H E EARTH 

OR WHETHER, AS SOME NOW SUGGEST. I T САМГ |N F R O M miTFR SPACE OUT YONDER SOMEWHERE. THAT 

BEGINNING GERM OF L I F E WITHOUT ANY L I M I T A T I O N S , WITHOUT ANY RESTRICTIONS , EVOLVED INTO EVERY-

THING THAT WE NOW SEE IN THE WORLD T O D A Y , С Т Н Е B l B L E SAYS THERE ARE SOME RESTRICTIONS. T H E -

ISTIC EVOLUTION SAYS THERE ARE NO RESTRICTIONS^? THEREFORE. T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION AND B l B L E FAITH 

CANNOT BE HARMON�IXEP. 

IN T H E ' � T J � U R D P L A C E j ^ T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION ¡S __Çt________t F W I T H T H F R i m F ЦДЕИВВЕИВВ • I T F R �

ALLY OECAUSE THE REFERENCES TO "EVENH�n*�" A n n "мпямінг." WHICH APPEAR IN THE G E N E S I S ACCOUNT 

IH CONNECTION W I T H EACH CRFATFn M v r t M ONI v Г � F A S Q N A S L Y BE UNDERSTOOD TO BE L I T E R A L T H E S E 

WORDS ARE USED MORE THAN ONE HUNDRED T I M E S IN THE OLD TESTAMENT AND WITHOUT EXCEPTION THEY 

ARE ALWAYS USED IN THE LITERAL SENSE. NOW SOMEONE IS QUICK TO OBJECT. ' W E L L , NOW HERE I S 

WHERE YOU ARE GOING ALL WRONG. HERE IS WHERE YOU HAVE MADE YOUR FIRST MAJOR M I S T A K E BECAUSE 

HOW COULD THERE BE MORNING AMD HOW COULD THERE BE EVENING AND HOW COULD THERE BE DAYS L I T E R -

ALLY AS WE KNOW THEM WHFM T H F SIFN U ' » « = M I T ^р^лтр�р UNTI! Т ц г * РОШЯЭД Oa¡ftn M A Y I SUGGEST THAT 
THE MISTAKE IS NOT MINE AND THAT YOU NEED TO GO BACK AND READ GENESIS 1 A L I T T L E MORE CARE -
FULLY. " IN THE BEGINNING GOD CR-fATFn T U F M F A I / F M S ANP THE EARTH" AND WHEN H E CREATED THE HEA-
VENS. H E CREATEO THE SUN BECAUSE THE SUN IS A PART OF THE HEAVENS. BUT THEN WHY DOES IT SAY 
THAT H E CREATED IT ON THE FOURTH DAY? S . M P L Y BECAUSE BETWEEN THE FIRST VERSE AMD THE VERSES 
WHICH FOLLOWED BARKNFSq WA** IIP,711 ТІІГ ВЙССС OF THE РГГР — O l M f L Y BECAUSE WHftTFYĘRJT WAS . 

WHETHER IT WAS A VAPOR. AS MOST S U R M I S E . OR SOMETHING ELSE I T STOOD BETWEEN THE EARTH AND T H E 

SUN . A l I T H F _______ T � F P S F т и л и г с i c т » « т T u r смм a F m u i : fl l trz�~� fjpAHF.R FOR T H F Ftt РТЫ THAT ПА 

GOO REMOVED THAT WHICH �STOOP RFTWFEN THF BABXH л M" TU'�� SUN "ÌP THAT THE LIGHT OF THE SUN SHONE 
UPON THE EARTH, . AFTE R ALL GOD USED PRE-EXISTENT MATERIALS IN THE CREATION, DID H E NOT? T H E 
ONLY THING W H i r H flíAS СВВСЕЕП O U T ° F NOTHING, NECESSARILY. AS FAR AS THE B l B L E INDICATES IN G E N E -

SIS J_JLSjndAXJ£EE&*WOfr^«F-^H+«^ VERSE. WHEN GOD CAME TO THE CREATION OF MAMj H E USED 
PRE-EXISTENT MATERIALS FOR WHEN H E CURSED MAN H E SAID, "OUT OF THE DUST OF THE EARTH WAS THOU 
FORMED AND UNTO THE DUST OF THE EARTH SKALT THOU RETURN. " A N D SO MAN IS NOTHING MORE THAN P U T -
TOGETHER MUD, AND THE MUD WAS THERE BEFORE MAN WAS. S o GOD IN H l S CREATION IN THE SIX DAYS OF 
CREATION DID MOT ALL OF Г.НЕ T I M E NECESSARILY, I F ANY OF THE T I M E , CREATE OUT OF NOTHING . H E DID 

THAT I N THE FIRST VERSE, BUT NOT NECESSARILY IN THE VERSES THAT FOLLOWED. AND WE KNOW SO OFTEN 

THAT H E OID NOT . THAT H E USED PRE�EXISTENT MATERIALS FOR H E TOLD US THAT SUCH WAS THE CASE. 

I N T H g ^ O U R T H PLACES T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION AMD BiBLICAl� FAITH CANNOT BE RECONCILED OR HARMONIZED. 

I N T H A T T H E S A B B A T H W A * р , м р н а т і г д і i v I N S T I T I I T r n л п л м е ж B R I A L or С о в t G C O M P I , F T m C B ę A T I O N . N O W 

THERE IS THE IMPORTANT THING . T H E SABBATH WAS INSTITUTED OR MEMORIALIZE D BECAUSE OF GOD'S C O M -
PLETED C R E A T I O N . T U R N T O I ^ X O D U S 2 O ; I Q T H E R E Y O U R E A D T H A T I N " S E V E N D A Y S G O D C R E A T E D T H E H E A -

V E N S AND EARTH. THE SEA AND ALL THAT IN THEM IS AND ON THE SEVENTH DAY H E R E S T E D. " T H E SAME THING 
IS SAID lN\Exol*KJS ЪЛ :\7/. T H E M GO BACK T Q ( G E N £ 5 I S 2 Г 1 � 3 . / T H E R E WE READ THAT " T H E HEAVENS AND THE 

EARTH WERE FINISHED AND A L L THE HOSTS OF THEM AND ON THE SEVENTH DAY GOD ENDED (NOW MOTE THAT WORD1. 
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ON THE SEVENTH DAY GOD EJSQEQ H l S WORK V/HICH H E HAD M A D E . A N D H E RESTED ON THE SEVENTH DAY 
FROM ALL THE WORK WHICH H E HAD MADE. A N D GOD BLESSED THAT DAY AND SANCTIFIEO IT BECAUSE IN IT 
H E HAD RESTED FROM ALL H l S WORK WHICH H E HAD CREATED AND M A D E . " T H E NEW TESTAMENT TEACHES 
THE SAME T H I N G . I N ( H E B R E W S 4j_3/WE HAVE REFERENCE TO THE WORKS OF GOD WHICH WERE "FINISHE D 
FROM THE FOUNDATION OF THE WORLD " GOING DOWN TO THE 1 OTH VERSE WE READ. "FO R HE THAT IS 
ENTERED INTO REST. HE ALSO HATH CEA.SĘP FROM HIS OWN WORKS AS GOD CPABEXi FROM H l S . " S o THE 
CREATION 3F GOD IN SIX DAYS WAS £ N D * i g . I T WAS COMFLETED, IT WAS F I N I S H E D , IT WAS THROUGH AND 
THIS SAYS THAT THERE IS NO "CREATING*1 A C T I V I T Y IN THE WORLD OF WHICH WE ARE A PART NOW. 

NOW WliAT Ja�fES T H I S MEAN? ІТ S I M P L Y MEANS THAT EVOLUTION CANNOT BE TRUE. F OR THE P R I N -

CIPLE OF EVOLUTION IS THAT CREATION DID HOT STOP RUT TKAT THE PRINCIPLES OF CREATION HAVE BEEN 

GOING FROM THE VERY BEGINNING AND THEY APE S T I L L GOING NOW. BUT OFTEN THE EVOLUTIONIST� SAYS. 

"vVELL, YOU'RE JUST NOT S C I E N T I F I C . " IS THAT TRUE? ІН T H I S BATTLE BETWEEN SCIENCE AND C H R I S -

T I A N I T Y . OR PUESDO�SCIENCE. 1 OUGHT TO SAY, AND C H R I S T I A N I T Y . WHERE C H R I S T I A N I T Y SAYS THAT 

CREATION WAS COMPLETED AND WHERE EVOLUTION SAYS IT WASN T C O M P L E T E D � ^ Q N WHICH SIDE IP* TRUE 

у і � ы т т п rtF р л н м г ^ ? I T IS NOT ON THE SIDE OF EVOLUTION. ІТ ID TO BE FOUND ON THE SIDE OF THOSE 

W I T H B I B L I C A L F A I T H , ¡ ¿ / H E N D A R W I N P R O P O U N D E D H I S T H E O R Y , H E C O U L D A S S U M E W I T H I M P U N I T Y T H A T 

O R D E R A R O S E O U T O F C H A O S A N D T H A T LIFE. ' D I D A R I S E S P O N T A N E O U S L Y . B U T N O M A N W H O H A S A N Y R E -

SPECT FOR SCIENTIFIC INTEGRITY CAM ASSUN'P тмдт T o n f l v T H E R E ARE �rWST�AWS^WHICH PRECLUDE THE 

P O S S I B I L I T Y . T H E Y A R E R E F E R R E D T O A S T H F F I R S T а ц п T U F S E C O N D L A I A S O F T H E R M O D Y N A M I C S , A N D 

THESE LAWS ARE AS CERTAIN AND А S SURF A I * лыуггишл T H L T � ^ l F t j r r HAP DISCOVERED. T H E S E TWO LAWS 

SIMPLY STATE THAT IMj'A CLOSED S Y S T E R I THAT IS V/HAT THE UNIVERSE IS.•ON A CLOSED SYSTEM THERE IS 

GOING т о BE ACPUANTITATIVF. STABM�ITY") T H A T I S TO SAY THERE I S NO CREATION, THERE I S NO DESTRUC�

TION. NOTHING I S PESTROVE�Q �N T H I S WORLD. S O M F THINGS CHANGE FORM . BUT THEY ARE NOT DESTROYED 

T H E C S E C O N D L A W O F T H E R M O D Y N A M I C ^ ) S T . Г Е 5 T H A T W H I L E T H E R F I S A Q U A N T I T A T I V E S T A B I L I T Y T H F R F I S A 

^ Q U A L I T A T I V E D E C R E A S E ) . W H I C H I S т г . c a . v т ц Л Т ХНЕ а м о і і м т O F A U Ą ł l A B L E E N E R G Y I S A l W A V S I F S S A N O L F S S 

W H I C H S A Y S T H A T T H E W O R L D I S L I T E R A L L Y я ч п м і і а і я ? T S ! � � I с O U T I T I S R U N N I N G D O W N . I N A D D I T I O N . ^ E N � ^ 

т я п р ( T U P H O B O W H I f ì H W F " * * * * T O " г г р щ п г т і і г a w A i i i n i гг г н ш г . , r . A , N A L S O B E U S E D A S A M E A S U R E O F 

n q n F g & м р T U F � . г г л ч п • * w O F _____\______%_____ S A Y S T H A T I N T H * * Ц Ы Щ Е В З Е «*>F W H I C H W E A R E A P A R T 

T H E R E I S A N E V E R � I N C R E A S I N G D E C A Y . D E T E R I O R A T I O N O F O R D E R . A N D T H I S I S D I A M E T R I C A L L Y O P P O S E D T O 

THE BASIC PRINCIPLES OF EVOLUTION, T H E I S T I C OR OTHERV/ISE FOR EVOLUTION SAYS THAT THERE I S A N 

E V E R I N C R E A S I N G O R D E R . S O W H E N W E F I N D A C O N F L I C T B E T W E E N P U E S D O � S C I E H C E A N D B I B L I C A L F A I T H . 

B I B L I C A L FAITH NEED NOT WORRY NOR NEED I T CONCERN I T S E L F OVERMUCH. T H E T H E I S T I C EVOLUTIONIST, 

AS HE LOOKS AT T H E WORLD, SAYS HE I S GOING TO LOOK AT PRESENT PROCESSES A N D BY OBSERVING THESE 

PRESENT PROCESSES HE I S GOING TO TELL, US HOW I T A L L BEGAN. BOTH T H E BLBLE AND SCIENCE T E L L H I M 

H E C A N ' T D O I T B E C A U S E T H E Y S A Y т н а т ч т н е C R E A T I V E P R O C E S S S T O P P E D ^ � . T H E N C A M E T H E F A L L . A N D T H E N 

CAME DEATH AND DECAY A N D DETERIORATION AND T H I S I S W1MVT UF I S TTLINVIMR. MOW T H F R F |S ABSOLUTELY 

NO RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN V/HAT HE SEES I N T H E WORLO NOW. T H E PRESENT PROCESSESTAN D THE*CREATIVE 

PROCESS THAT TOOK PLACE BEFORE THE F A L L . 

• ^ T r o * X L Y p B l И1 �PAI FAIT H ANO T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION CAN'T BE HARMONIZED BECAUSF ІЫ T u r W Q R J J ^ J R F �

FORE THE FALL. THERE WAS MO OFATH Ï H F R F V/AS NO SUFFERING IN THE CREATION WHICH WAS PRONOUNCED 
BY THE GOD WHO HAD MADE IT TO BE "VERY GOOD. " T H I S WAS SO UNTIL AFTER THE FALL OF MAN AND SIN 
WAS BROUGHT INTO THE WORLD. T H I S SAYS THAT "*•"** ECMSBII S W H I ç H SERVE AS THE BASIS FOR EVOLUTION-
ARY GEOLOGY WERE NOT EVEN DEPOSITED UNTIL AFTER THFT ¡¡ВЕАХШЛ � u n F A I I O I L M A N . FOR IN THE WORLD 

BEFORE THE FALL THERE WAS NO DEATH, AT LEAST NOT I NSFNTIEbrr�t�IPF YOU ASK HOW DID CARNIVOROUS 

ANIMALS LIVE? T H E R E WAS NO DECAY IM THE WORLD AMD THEREFORF WHAT THE EVOLUTIONARY GEOLOGIST 

STUDIES NOW HAS NOTHING TO DO AT ALL WITH CRFATintL_BUT W I T H DESTRUCTION, T H E PURPOSE OF THE 

EVOLUTIONARY PROCESS, ACCORDING TO T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION, WAS TO BRING MAN INTO T H E WORLD. VVHEN 

GOD CREATED M A N . HE LOOKED DOWN UPON H l S CREATION AND H E SAID "ІТ IS GOOD," AND I WONDER HOW IN 
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THE WORLD A GOD OF L O V E , A GOD WHO POSSESSES T H E ATTRIBUTE S WHICH WE HAVE DISCOVERED T H E GOD 

O F T H E B I B L E T O P O S S E S S , C O U L D L O O K D O W N цроыан E A R T H W H I C H W A S F I L L E D W I T H A F O S S I L R E C O R D O F 

C A T A S T R O P H Y A N D ^ D E A T H A N D D E C A Y A N D D E T E R I O R A T I O N A N D S A Y " T H I S 1 3 G O O D 7 " і т W A S N ' T G O O D I і т 

WAS S I M P L Y E V I D E N C E T H A T M A N HAD R U I N E D T H E W O R L D T H A T G O D H A D M A D E . і т W A S E V I D E N C E O F T H E 

ONLY "UN�GOOD" T H I N G , S I N AND E V I L , THAT HAD ENTERED INTO T H E WORLD. 

NOW SUCH FACTS A S THESE HAVE CAUSED A NUMBER OF PEOPLE TO RE�EVLUATE T H E I R B E L I E F BECAUSE 

THEY HAVE BEEN MADE TO REALIZE TKAT THERE I S JUST NO LOGICAL WAY TO HARMONIZE B I B L I C A L F A I T H , 

THAT I S . A L I T E R A L INTERPRETATION OF T H E B L B L E . WITH T H E I S T I C EVOLUTION. A N D SO WHAT THEY HAVE 

DONE I S TO CREATE A RATHER NEAT DODGE AND TO LOOK A T T H E B L B L E A N D SAY, " W E L L , I ' L L T E L L YOU, 

I T ' S A^LST SORT OF A GREAT STORY AND IN GENESIS 1 WE ARE NOT RFING T O L D HQW T H E WORLD WAS CREATED. 

WE ARE JUST BEING TOLD ИШР. CREATED I T . T H F ¡ШЦХвМа ' N T F M T I S N O T T O izn I M T O Q F T A I I ABOUT HOW I T 

WAS DONE. A L L THE WRITER WANTS TO GET ACROSS IS THAT THERE IS A GREAT CREATOR G O D . " 

L E T ' S MAKE SOME OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THAT POSITION .K^Jj I F HIS INTENT WAS NOT TO GIVE DETAIL 

ABOUT THE CREATION WHY IN T H E WORLD DID HE DO IT ? WHY РЛПМ'Т HF MITT�STOP W I T H T H F FIRST VERSE 

AND SAY, " I N THE BEGINNING GOD CREATED THE HEAVENS AND THE EARTH. " AND LEAVE IT A T THAT? T H A T 

TOLD EVERYTHING THAT THE MYTHOLOGICAL INTERPRETER SAYS HE WANTED TO T E L L . AND HE WOULDN'T HAVE 

HAD TO MAKE ALL THE MISTAKES THAT HE IS SUPPOSED TO HAVE M A D E . � ^ f ^ T H E R E IS NO WAY IN THE WORLD 

THAT YOU CAN RECONCILE T H I S KIND OF A T T I T U D E W I T H THE FAITH WHICH T H E M F W T F S T A ^ F M T W R I T F P S HAD, 

FOR VERY OFTEN �ruey_�^~�pp�
n
 �rn T H F Пгмг�.|с « у г о н и т I . I P � V V U F M F U F R Tl�ipy REFERRED TO I T THEY HAD 

NO DOUBTS WHATSOEVER CONCERNING I T S ACTUAL HISTORICITY, THE FACT THAT IT REALLY HAPPENED, FOR 

INSTANCE, TURN To\l_UKE 3 : 3 8 1 A N D WHEN YOU HAVE TRACED THE GENEALOGY OF CHRIS T BACK AS FAR AS IT 

CAN GO. I T SPEAKS OF " A D A M WHO I S T H E SON OF G O D . " APPARENTLY A DA M AND GOD ARE JUST AS REAL 

AND JUST A S PERSONAL I N T H E M I N D OF L U K E AS A N Y OF THOSE THAT PRECEDED T H E M I N T H E GENEALOGY. 

T U R N T O I R O M A N S S ¡ 1 3 - 1 9 Ì A N D T H E R E Y O U F I N D T H E W O R K O F T H E F I R S T A D A M A N D T H E L A S T A D A M C O N -

T R A S T E D CONCERNING WHAT ONE DID TO THE WORLD AND WHAT ONE DID FOR THE WORLD. T H E OBVIOUS I N -
TENT OF THE APOSTLE PAUL IS THAT ONE OF THESE IS JUST AS REAL AS THE OTHER. I F THE FIRST A DAM 
IS MYTHOLOGICAL IN ROMANS 5 WHY ISN'T THE LAST ADAM MYTHOLOGICAL IN THE SAME CONTEXT. READ 

fj_CORINTHlANS I l j e ."} HERE PAUL SPEAKS OF THE CREATION AND ACCEPTS IT AS BEING HISTORY. H E SAYS, 
, :FOR THE MAN IS NOT OF THE V/OMAN; BUT THE WOMAN OF THE MAN . NEITHER WAS THE MAN CREATED FOR 
THE WOMAN, BUT THE WOMAN FOR THE M A N . " I N \ Í CORINTHIANS 15,: ¿ і Т а а З н Е SAYS. "FOR SINCE BY MAN 

CAME DEATH. BY MAN CAME A L S O T H E RESURRECTION OF THE DEAD . F O R A S I N A D A M A L L D I E . EVEN SO I N 

CHRIST SMALL A L L BE MADE A L I V E . " T H E OBVIOUS INTENT I S A G A I N THAT ONE I S JUST A S L I T E R A L A S T H E 

O T H E R . Iwfjj C O R I N T H I A N S M : ~ T ) P A U L M A K E S R E F E R E N C E T O T H E S E R P E N T � S B E G U I L I N G E V E A N D S A Y S H E 

I S A F R A I D T H E C O R I N T H I A N B R E T H R E N A R E G O I N G T O B E B E G U I L E D A L S O . I N Í T T I J H O T H Y 2 . � і з � . 5 | н е S A Y S 

T H A T " A D A M W A S F I R S T F O R M E D , T H E N E V E . A D A M W A S N O T D E C E I V E D B U T E V E . B E I N G D E C E I V E D , W A S 

IN T H E TRANSGRESSION. " H E ACCEPTED A S NATURAL HISTORY A D A M A N D E V E AND T H E SERPENT AND H I S 

BEGUILING , ( з у A N Y MAN WHO SAYS THAT I T 13 NOT HISTORY IMPUGNS T H E VERACITY OF T » F S O N Q F J ^ O N 

H I M S E L F . JESUS C H R I S T DID NOT REGARD I T A S SOME MYTHOLOGICAL LESSON TO T E L L US ABOUT A GREAT 

CREATOR G O D . J E S U S C H R I S T QUOTED F R O ^ J G E N E S I S 7:27 AND G E N E S I S г:г«)іы T H E S T A T F M F N T IM M A T T -

HEW іэ ;� . ,5 WHEN H E S A I D . " H A V E YOU NOT READ THAT H E WHICH MADE T H E M AT T H E BEGINNING MADE 

THEM MALE AND F E M A L E ? " EVOLUTION DOESN'T BELIEVE THAT� І Т BELIEVES THAT THE WHOLE PROCESS 

EVOLVED OUT OP ONE, AND THEY HAVE NO ADEQUATE EXPLANATIONS AS TO HOW MALE AND FEMALE GOT HERE . 

" A N D S A I D F O R T H I S C A U S E S H A L L A M A N L E A V E H I S F A T H E R A N D M O T H E R A N D S H A L L CLEAVE UNTO HIS W I F E 

AND THEY TWAIN SHALL BE ONE F L E S H . " JESUS REGARDED IT AS BEING HISTORICAL AND ANY MAN WHO SAYS 

IT IS NOT I S A T ODDS V/ITH THE LORD JESUS C H R I S T . ( j T ) SUCtj Ą I I E W Q P OH EXEGESIS (TO SAY THAT G E N E -

SIS I I S NOT I N KEEPING W I T H MY PRECONCEIVED IDEAS, THEREFORE, I T CAN'T BE TRUE BUT MUST B E A STORY 

TELLING US ABOUT A GREAT CREATOR G o o ) CAN BE USED TO GET RID OF ANY OTHER DOCTRINE IN THE B l B L E 
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THAT WE DEEM TO BE D I S T A S T E F U L . N o T LONG AGO A BOOK WAS PUBLISHED BY A CANADIAN THEOLOGIAN�
PHILOSOPHER BY THE NAME OF L E S L I E DEV/ART. T H E BOOK I S ENTITLED " T H E F U T U R E OF B E L I E F . " ONE 
OF THE BASIC THESES OF T H I S BOOK I S THAT T H F IDEA WE HAVE OF GOD I S NOT C H R I S T I A N A T A L L . H E 
«'"jr.F'ÎT** THA*1" T»** i n F t W U I O H T H F W O I T F R S O F V H F N Fy/ T E S T A M E N T HAD OF GOD WAS SO INFLUENCED 
nv T U I A � C p c c u t ^ r u � T «IF APF AT | IRĘRTY TODAY TO DISREGARD I T AND TO DISPOSE OF I T . NOW YOU S E E , 

ONE USES T H E PRINCIPLE T N GET RIO OF T H E CREATION OF GOD A N D T H E OTHER USES I T TO GET R I D OF T H E 

GOD OF CREATION. T H E Y HAVE USED EXACTLY T H E SAME PRINCIPLE A N D I T I S JUST A S LOGICAL FOR ONE 

A S I T I S FOR T H E OTHER. A N D I F WE CAN USE I T TO GET R I D OF T H E CREATION OF GOD» THEN WE MAY A S 

W E L L TAKE T H E RECORD THAT GOD HAS GIVEN FROM H I M S E L F AND DISPOSE OF I T A N D FORGET I T . 

M O S T OF THOSE WHO SAY THEY C A N T ACCEPT T H E CREATION STORY BECAUSE I T I S SO F I L L E D W I T H 

SCIENTIFIC ERRORS CLAIM/THAT THEY WANT TO HOLD ON TO T H E ETHIC OF T H E B L B L E J I WANT TO SUGGEST 

TO YOU THAT THE ІГТНІС OF FVOI HT I O N ANO THE ETHIC OF THE RlRI F ARF fcS гул M "�**•"""*' • Y O P F " « ^ AS 

THEY CAN BE AND A MAN CANNOT CONSISTENTLY HOLD ON TO T H E ETHICS OF EVOLUTION AND T H E ETHICS OF 

GOO AT T H E SAME T I M E . FOR INSTANCE TURN T A J T M A T T H E W 5 . S � l T T l H E R E IS T H E ETHIC THAT THEY ADMIRE 

SO MUCH THE SERMON ON THE MOUNT! " B L E S S E D ARE THE POOR IN S P I R I T « FOR THEIRS I S T H E KINGDOM 

OF HEAVEN. BLESSED ARE THEY THAT MOURN, FOR THEY SHALL BE COMFORTED. B L E S S E D ^ A R E THE MEEK, 

FOR THEY_SHA»,'. I W H F B I T T H F FARTU, B L F S S E D ARE THOSE Tl�ĄT�HUMGER AND THIRSTTAKTER ИІДНТЕОИЯ�

NESS FOR�THEY bHALL Uh H L L b U . ВЦЬЬЬЕВ ARE THE M E R C r F U b � F O R T H E Y � ^ H A U � OBTAIN MERCY. BLESSED 

ARE THE PURE IN HEART TOR THEY SHALL SEE-GOO.—BLCSS£D-ARE-THE-PEACEIS4AKERS--I*4ffl-TH&Y--SHALL BE 
r-Ai i F O T H F coMs r>F CSpo « NOW THIS AND THE DOCTRINE OF NATURAL SELECTION JUST CAN'T BE RECON-
C ILED. T H E S E Q U A L I T I E S T H A T J E S U S H A S S E T F O R T H A R E N O T T H E Q U A L I T I E S T H A T M A N P R A I S E S A N D 

WOULD WANT SELECTED. T H E S E ARE QUALITIES THAT THE NATURAL MAN DESPISES. H E DOES NOT PRAISE 
THE HUMBLE M A N . H E MAKES ROOM FOR THE MAN WHO WOULD WALK OVER HIM AND LEAVE HIS SPIKE PRINTS 
UPON HIS BACK. H E HAS NO T I M E FOR THE MOURNING. THEY GET IN THE WAY AND THERE IS NO ROOM IN 
THIS L I F E FOR SENTIMENTALITY, N o , THERE 15 NO WAY THAT THE ETHIC OF NATURAL SELECTION CAN BE 
RECONCILED WITH THE ETHIC OF THE SERMON ON THE MOUNT . TURN TOlJVJAfTHEW 5 . 3 8 , 3 9 . J " Y E HAVE 
HEARD THAT IT HATH BEEN S A I D , A N EYE FOR AN EYE, AND A TOOTH FOR A TOOTH: BUT I SAY UNTO YOU, 
THAT YE RESIST NOT E V I L : BUT WHOSOEVER SHALL SMITE THEE ON THY RIGHT CHEEK, TURN TO HIM THE 
OTHER ALSO. L O V E Y O U R E N E M I E S , B L E S S T H E M T H A T C U R S E Y O U . D O GOOD TO THOSE THAT DESPITEFULLY 

USE YOU AND PERSECUTE YOU. " СОМЕ TO ТНЕГ4 4ТН VERS^ OF THE SAME CHAPTER AND HERE WE FIND THE 

SAME TEACHING JESUS TEACHING US TKAT WE OUGHT TO LOVE THOSE THAT HATE US AMD PRAY FOR THOSE 

WHICH DESPITEFULLY USE U S . DOES T H I S SOUND L I K E THE EVOLUTIONARY ETHIC OF L I F E BEING SIMPLY A 

BECAUSE IT 15 THE SURVIVAI rt~ THF C I J T F S T t u n T U F ____ »/но т у в і і г T U F . r p . r r . CHFFlf n i . ' T r J ' M N ' T " F I T ? 

STRUGGLE FOR EXISTENCE? T H A T YOU �STRU•*••*• I E т о T U F FVTFt�л� T H » T Y"' l К 1 Ц _ Н І М BEFORE HE KILLS YOU 

O£_0iST^AIN 
RN T O | J V I Ã T T N O . THE ETHIC OF EVOLUTION CANNOT BE RECONCILED WITH THE ETHIC OF C H R I S T . TURN TQ| jVJATTHEW 1 6 £ 25 

AND SEE IF IT SOUNDS LIKE THE CHIEF GOOD IN L I F E IS SURVIVAL OR SAVING ONE'S L I F E . JESUS S A I D , "FOR 
WHOSOEVER WILL SAVE HIS L I F E SHALL LOSS I T : AND WHOSOEVER WILL LOSE HIS L I F E FOR MY SAKE SHALL 
FIND I T . я DOES THAT SOUND L I K E THAT SURVIVAL, OR SAVING ONE'S S E L F , IS THE GREATEST GOOD? A G A I N 

THE ETHIC OF EVOLUTION AND THE ETHIC OF CHRIST ARE DIAMETRICALLY OPPOSED AND CANNOT BE RECON-

C I L E D , 

W I T H I T S C O N T I N U A L E M P H A S I S O N A S T R U G G L E F O R E X I S T E N C E A N D N A T U R A L S E L E C T I O N A N D S U R V I -

V A L OF THE F I T T E S T . THE ETHICS OF EWOl.UTION, HAVE BEEN TAKFW A s T H F S P I F M T I F I C A N D рщ| '*"~'~'"Hf.A1 

FOUNDATION FOR EVFRV SQi�іді п н и ngnpHY THAT WOULD P I T NATIOU і ^ л і м с т ЦАТірМ A N Q C L A s s AGAINST 

CLASS AND RACE AGAINST RACE. I F YOU DO NOT BELIEVE THAT THEN LOOK BACK TO N A Z I I S M AND LOOK T O -

DAY т о C O M M U N I S M A N D Y O U W I L L F I N D T H A T T H E S E A R E B A S E D U P O N T H F FA<TT T H A T т ц 5 _ 5 ' T H A V E A R I G H T 

TO SURVIVE. T H E Y ARE DIAMETRICALLY OPPOSED TO T H E ETHIC OF T H E SON OF G O D . 
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NOT ONLY DOES EVOLUTION DENY THE CHRISTIAN ETHIC.I IT DENIES THE C H R I S T I A N DOCTRINE ,| І Т 

DENIES AS WE HAVE SEEN, THE CHRISTIAN DOCTRIMF r?*/.rot:,A.TION 1 І Т DENIES THE C H R I S T I A N DOCTRINE 

OF CREATION. І Т DENIES •""Г* C H R I S T " 1 " aOCTWWre T f F ^ l i r ГЛІ L ^ / A F T E R A L L . I F EVERYTHING FROM THE 

HF/iiNNiNf; O F I I F F ЦА^ BEEN EVER UPWARD, I J ^ P F U S I � а і л : п я с а м і у а т і п м T U F M \èIU-Q- I S THERE ANY ROOM 
FOR A FALL? T H E R E HAS NEVER BEEN A FALL ACCORDING TO THEISTIC EVOLUTION. THERE IS NO ROOM 
FOR I T . І Т HAS ALWAYS BEEN AN INCREASE, NEVERA DECREASE. AND IT IS S T I L L INCREASING NOW. YOU 

SEE. T H E N . T H I S STRIKES AT THE VERY HEART AND CORE OF C H R I S T I A N I T Y BECAUSE I F THERE HAS NEVER 

BEEN A F A L L . THERE IS NO S I N . AND IF THERE IS MO S I N , WHO NFFnS A SAVIOR QR Ą REDEEMER? T H E -

ISTIC EVOLUTION STRIKES AT THE CROSS.. ЛМП IT IS TftYIMf* IM FSSFNCF THAT_THFHF IS NO NEED FOR THE 

CROSS : — W r nnn�T r i r r n I \ _ C H R I S T BECAUSE THE WORLD HAS NEVER F A L L E N . EVOLUTION STRIKES AT THE 

� * , ACHRISTIAN DOCTRINE OF THE NATURE OF MAN J T H E B I B L E SA Y'* T H A T M A N I S ą M ^ ^ B N Ą L ^ S P I R I T CREATED 

IN THE IMAGE OF G O D . EVOLUTION SAYS HE'S THE END PRODUCT OF A SERIES OF M I L L I O N S OF ACCIDENTS 

THAT FINALLY RESULTED IN H I M . I F T H I S BE S O L O E S MAN HAVE AN ETERNAL S P I R I T T ^ A N D I F SO, WHEN 

D I D H E G E T I T ? U N D E R W H A T C O N D I T I O N S ? I F M A N HAS O N E , T H E N T H E A N I M A L S M U S T H A V E I T B E C A U S E 

T H E Y C O U L D N O T P A S S A L O N G T H I N G S T H A T T H E Y D I D NOT P O S S E S S . A N D I F T H E A N I M A L S D O N O T HAVE I T 

A N D M A N C A M E F R O M A N A N I M A L , T H E N M A N D O E S NOT H A V E I T . A N D I F M A N C A M E F R O M A N I M A L A N D G O D 

C A M E DOWN U P O N M A N A N D G A V E H I M A N E T E R N A L S P I R I T . W E H A V E GOT A F U L L B L O W N M I R A C L E A N D T H I S 

I S W H A T E V O L U T I O N S T A R T E D O U T T R Y I N G T O G E T A W A Y F R O M . S O I F YOU W A N T T O L E T I N O N E M I R A C L E 

W H Y NOT J U S T GO BACK A N D A C C E P T F I A T C R E A T I O N W H I C H I S NO G R E A T E R M I R A C L E T H A N G O D ' S C O M I N G 

DOWN A N D B R E A T H I N G AM E T E R N A L S P I R I T I N T O M A N ? 

I F T H E S E T H I N G S A R E S O , T H E N W H Y DO P E O P L E A C C E P T E V O L U T I O N ? і т I S NOT B E C A U S E O F S C I E N C E . 

BASICALLY IT IS BECAUSE OF RFI ir�|Ons R F H S O N S M A N WANTS TO MAKE HIS OWN ann MANJ/AMTg т о 

ą g H I S OWN G O D . M A N W A N T S T O C O N T R O L H I S OWN D E S T I N V . H F O O F S N T W A N T ANY RESPONSIBILITY 

TOA SOVEREIGN GOD. HE DOESN'T WANT TO THINK OF THERE BEING ANY PERSONAL ACCOUNTING AT SOME 

FUTURE DAY. HE HA3 BECOME APTLY DESCRIBED BY THE WORDS OF PAUL IN ROMANS 1 ; "PROFESSING 

THEMSELVES TO BE WISE, THEY BECAME FOOLS. AND CHANGED THE GLORY OF THE UNCORRUPTIBLE GOD 

INTO AN IMAGE MADE LIKE TO CORRUPTIBLE MAN, AND TO BIRDS. AND FOURFOOTED BEASTS, AND CREEP-

ING THINGS. WHO CHANGED THE TRUTH OF GOD INTO A LIE, AND WORSHIPPED AND SERVED THE CREATURE 

MORE THAN THE CREATOR. WHO IS BLESSED FOREVER. AND EVEN AS THEY DID NOT LIKE TO RETAIN GOD 

IN THEIR KNOWLEDGE, GOD GAVE THEM OVER TO A REPROBATE MIND, . . • THE TRUTH OF THE MATTER IS 

H O P PFrtoi F FtgljFA/E IN Eyoi UTIONC S I U P I V H E V A I I S F M O S T PFr.pl F a n ic�.rc іы F I M M T I I � I M — T H E Y BE-

LI E^/EJNEyOUJjnONBECAU^EJ^ 

I N T E L L I G E N T P E R S O N B E L I E V E S , " A N D I F Y O U D O N O T B E L I E V E I T T H E N Y O U A R E N Q T I N T E L L I G E N T A N D W H O 

W A N T S T O B E L O O K E D U P O N A S B E I N G U N I N T E L L I G E N T . M A Y I S A Y T H A T I DO I F I T T A K E S A F A I T H I N T H E -

I S T I C E V O L U T I O N T O BE C O N S I D E R E D I N T E L L I G E N T ? W E H A V E F O R G O T T E N I I T I M O T H Y 2 " 1 5 W H I C H S A Y S , 

" S T U D Y T O S H O W T H Y S E L F A P P R O V E D U N T O G O D . " W E H A V E B E E N T O O C O N C E R N E D A B O U T " W H A T E V E R Y -

B O D Y BELIEVES" AMD SHOWING OURSELVES APPROVED UNTO M E N . WE HAVE FORGOTTEN ABOUT JOHN t 2 ¡ 43 
WHERE SOME WERE CONDEMNED FOR "LOVING THE PRAISE WHICH IS OF M E N . " W E HAVE FORGOTTEN R O -
MANS 1 2 ^ 2 , " B E NOT CONFORMED TO THIS WORLD, " AND WE ARE SEEKING TO CONFORM TO EVERY DOCTRINE 
AND PHILOSOPHY THAT WE CAN WITHOUT FINALLY REACHING THE ULTIMATE POINT THAT M R . DEWART REACHED 
AND SAYING. " L E T ' S JUST THROW GOD OUT TOO. WE'-RE THROUGH WITH H l M . W E HAVE OUTGROWN GOD. " 

IT IS T I M E WE REMEMBERED THE LANGUAGE OF ELIJAH AS HE STOOD ON MOUNT C A R M E L . H E FOUGHT 
A GREAT BATTLE FOR GOD THAT DAY. AND IN THE 1 8TH CHAPTER AMD THE 21ST VERSE OF I KINGS HE "CAME 
UNTO ALL THE PEOPLE, AND SAID , HOW LONG HALT YE BETWEEN TWO OPINIONS? I F THE LORD BE GOD , 
FOLLOW H I M : BUT IF BAAL, THEN FOLLOW HIM . " I BELIEVE THAT IF YOU W I L L STUDY THE SCRIPTURE 
YOU'LL SEE THAT I T IS JUST THAT CLEAR-CUT, THAT IT IS EITHER ACCEPT F IAT CREATION AND GOD. OR 

FOLLOW T H E D E V I L . E V O L U T I O N I S F R O M T H E D E V I L A N D I CARE NOT HOW M A N Y P E O P L E M A Y A C C E P T I T 

http://PFr.pl
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OR HOW MANY OF YOU THAT MAY BE INFLUENCED BY IT TONIGHT, IT HAS NEVER BROUGHT GOOD INTO 
THE WORLD. SOME MAY CHARGE THAT I JUST WANT TO GIVE UP A L L SCIENCE. N o , I DON'T . I AM 
THANKFUL FOR MODERN SCIENCE. I AM SURE FROM SOME OF THE SURGERY I 'VE HAD, THAT IT HAS 
SAVED MY L I F E AND IT HAS SLAVED THE LIVES OF COUNTLESS HUNDREDS OF PEOPLE. BUT I DON'T 
HAVE TO GIVE UP ONE BENEFIT FOR TURNING DOWN THE THEORY, NOT ONE ADVANCE, REAL ADVANCE. 
THAT SCIENCE HAS EVER MADE DO I HAVE TO DENY MYSELF EITHER THE ACCESS TO OR THE BENEFIT 
FROM TO DENY THE DOCTRINE OF THEISTIC EVOLUTION. I CAN HAVE THE BEST THAT SCIENCE HAS TO 
OFFER AND WITH FAITH IN G O D , 1 CAN ENJOY THE BEST H E HAS TO BESTOW. 


