Evolution

Considerations
Historical debate over Creation

   Belief in the Bible

Long before modern science, brilliant people including Newton, Galileo and Pasteur defended the Genesis account of Creation.  The Bible was the “most reliable authority” for centuries.  In the United States, it became the first school textbook.

In the mid-1800’s two philosophies began stirring doubt in people’s minds.  The first was “higher criticism” of the Bible.  Skeptics began questioning miracles of the Bible along with other Bible texts.  Modern archaeology and manuscript research have refuted “higher criticism.”

The second philosophy was Darwinian evolution.  Scientific breakthroughs provide far more evidence for Creation than for evolution.  Misconceptions still abound in textbooks because evidence refuting errors is often “inadmissible” today since it suggests “God.”  Hence it has become increasingly difficult to correct mistakes.

Belief in science

One of the most important influences shaping the modern world is science.  People who lived during the Civil War had more in common with Abraham than with us.  If Christians are going to speak to that world and interact with it responsibly, they must interact with science.  The question is how are we to understand the relationship between science and Christianity?

Two early milestones in the Creation—evolution debate:

Wilberforce-Huxley Debate (1860)

Today this is known as a stinging defeat for creationists.  The Bishop of Oxford, Samuel Wilberforce, baited Thomas Henry Huxley by enquiring whether he would prefer to think of himself descended from an ape on his grandfather’s or grandmother’s side.  Huxley whispered to a neighbor:  “The Lord hath delivered him into mine hands.”  He replied he would rather be “an ape than a bishop” or “he would rather be an ape than a man who used great gifts to obscure the truth.”  The reason for the two different answers (there are two or three other answers reported given) is that no one remembers what he actually said, or even if he did say it.
The whole debate is largely fiction.  No one wrote down the debate as such (on one even reported on the debate for newspapers, journals, etc.).  Scholars who have tried to piece together what really happened have been frustrated by the lack of contemporary comment on the debate and on its lack of unanimity.  For instance, the remark, “the Lord hath delivered him into mine hands,” was probably invented in the 1890’s when Huxley died since it was found in no contemporary reports.  The one remark made by Wilberforce is the only actual statement given of the debate.  So this was a momentous defining debate but no one actually knows what was really said.

Far from any lasting significance, the debate almost completely disappeared from public awareness until it was resurrected in the 1890’s.  The story began to gather momentum at that time as a result of the “Life and Letters of Darwin” in which it was mentioned and of Joseph Hooker who gave his account of the debate.  From that time it took on the aspect of a foundational myth—one of the defining moments of scientific professionalism.  The BBC aired a program showing this debate some years ago with the presumption that it included actual statements made during the debate; it didn’t because no one knows what was said.

Scopes Monkey Trial (1925)
This has also become known as a stinging defeat for creationists.  Again, the events as recounted are mostly pure fiction.  Today people understand that defense lawyer Clarence Darrow forced William Jennings Bryant to conclude on the witness stand that the Genesis account of creation could not have been literally accurate.  He did not.  Darrow used information we now know is incorrect (e.g. “Nebraska Man” proven to be a hoax) to prove to the “big city” reporters at the trial that the Genesis account of creation could not have been accurate (which they promptly reported).

What has made this trial so famous is the play, later made into a movie, “Inherit the Wind.”  That play is the biggest piece of propagandistic trash ever made.  The play intended (and accomplished) on making everyone from Tennessee look like uneducated clowns.  Today, however, the intellectuals on the other side are made to look even more ridiculous because of scientific discoveries made since the time the movie was made.

The view of “naturalistic” philosophy and religion:
Today’s world labels naturalism as science and theism as religion.  The former is classified as “knowledge,” and the latter as mere “belief.”  The distinction is of critical importance, because only knowledge can be objectively valid for everyone; belief is valid only for the believer.  The student who thinks that 2 and 2 equal 5 or that water is not made up of hydrogen and oxygen is not expressing a minority viewpoint.  He or she is wrong, that is the wrong answer.  Likewise, the student who believes that the theory of evolution is not true is ignorant and the job of education is to cure that ignorance.  Students are thus to be taught at an early age “evolution is a fact.”

Implications and Consequences of Evolutionary Theory

Implications—Belief in God

A leading evolutionist, Sir Julian Huxley, said, “Darwinism removed the whole idea of God as the Creator of organisms from the sphere of rational discussion.”  It is not surprising that there is a logical relationship between naturalistic evolution and philosophical/practical atheism.  Atheists themselves point out this relationship.  Richard Bozart in The American Atheist argues, “Evolution destroys utterly and finally the very reason Jesus’ earthly life was supposedly made necessary.  Destroy Adam and Eve and the original sin, and in the rubble, you will find the sorry remains of the Son of God . . . If Jesus is not the redeemer . . . and this is what evolution means, then Christianity is nothing. . .”
Richard Lewontin in New York Review of Books wrote, “Our willingness to accept scientific claims that are against common sense is the key to an understanding of the real struggle between science and the supernatural.  We take the side of science in spite of the patent absurdity of some of its constructs, in spite of its failure to fulfill many of its extravagant promises of health and life, in spite of the tolerance of the scientific community for unsubstantiated just-so stories, because we have a prior commitment, a commitment to materialism.  It is not that the methods and institutions of science somehow compel us to accept a material explanation of the phenomenal world, but, on the contrary, that we are forced by our a priori adherence to material causes to create an apparatus of investigation and a set of concepts that produce material explanations, no matter how counter-intuitive, no matter how mystifying to the uninitiated.  Moreover, that materialism is absolute, for we cannot allow a Divine Foot in the door.”

Implications—Morality
According to the Bible, man is a responsible creature.  One day he will give an account for his life’s actions and motives.  Romans 14:10, “But why dost thou judge thy brother?  Or why dost thou set at nought thy brother?  For we shall all stand before the judgment seat of Christ.”
2 Corinthians 5:10, “For we must all appear before the judgment seat of Christ; that every one may receive the things done in his body, according to that he hath done, whether it be good or bad.”
Ecclesiastes 12:13-14, “Let us hear the conclusion of the whole matter:  Fear God, and keep his commandments:  for this is the whole duty of man.  [14] For God shall bring every work into judgment, with every secret thing, whether it be good, or whether it be evil.”
When man is viewed as the product of some vague purposeless evolutionary process, he is conveniently released from all moral obligations and responsibilities.

· He is merely an accident of nature, an intelligent animal at best.

· His bad behavior is simply an excusable remnant of his animal history.

· If chance is our creator—then no universal code of moral absolutes exist.
Consequences

Communism

Karl Marx utilized a form of Darwinism to form Communistic ideology.  Marx, “felt his own work to be the exact parallel of Darwin’s” and also wrote, “Darwin’s book is very important and serves me as a basis in natural selection for the class struggle in history.”  Marx was so grateful to Darwin that he wanted to dedicate a portion of Das Kapital (Marx’s book on political economics) to Darwin, who declined the honor.

Nazi Germany
Of the many factors that produced the Nazi holocaust and World War II, one of the most important was Darwin’s notion that evolutionary progress occurs mainly as a result of the elimination of the weak in the struggle for survival (natural selection).  Darwinian inspired eugenics (improving the human species through the control of hereditary factors in mating) played a critical role in the formation of certain policies of the Nazis.

Darwinism justified and encouraged the Nazi views on both race and war.  The theory of natural selection not only offered the Germans a meaningful interpretation of their recent military past of World War I, but also a justification for future aggression.  War was a positive force not only because it eliminated “weaker” races, but also because it weeded out the weaker members of the “superior” races.  Nazi Germany openly glorified war because it was an important means of eliminating the less fit of the highest race, a step necessary to “upgrade the race.”

In Mein Kampf [My Struggle], Hitler wrote concerning the League of Nations, “A world court . . . would be a joke . . . the whole world of Nature is a mighty struggle between strength and weakness—an eternal victory of the strong over the weak.  There would be nothing but decay in the whole of nature if this were not so . . . He who would live must fight.  He, who does not wish to fight in this world where permanent struggle is the law of life, has not the right to exist.”

In the 1933 Nuremberg party rally, Hitler proclaimed that “higher race subjects to itself a lower race . . . a right which we see in nature and which can be regarded as the sole conceivable right,” because it was founded on science.  Hitler believed humans were animals to whom the genetic laws, learned from livestock breeding, could be applied.  The Nazis believed that instead of permitting natural forces and chance to control evolution, they must direct the process to advance the human race.  The first step to achieve this goal was to isolate the “inferior races” in order to prevent them from further contaminating the “Aryan” gene pool.  As the one race superior to all others, Aryans believed that their evolutionary superiority gave them not only the right, but the duty to subjugate all other peoples.
Many respected biologists at the University of Munich and other schools were the chief architects of the German compulsory sterilization laws designed to prevent those with defective or “inferior” genes from contaminating the Aryan gene pool.  Later, when the “genetically inferior” were also judged as “useless dredges,” massive killings became justified.  The groups judged inferior were gradually expanded to include a wide variety of races and national groups.  Later, it even included less healthy older people, epileptics, both severe and mild mental illnesses, deaf-mutes and even some persons with certain terminal illnesses.

From our modern perspective, many people have concluded that World War II and its results ensued from the ideology of an evil madman and his equally evil administration.  Hitler, though, did not see himself as evil.  Firmly convinced that Darwinian evolution was true, Hitler saw himself as the modern savior of mankind.  He felt society would some day regard him as a great “scientific socialist,” by breeding a superior race, the world would look upon him as the man who pulled humanity up to a higher level of evolutionary development.  It Darwinism is true, Hitler was our savior and we have crucified him.  If Darwinism is not true, what Hitler attempted to do must be ranked with the most heinous crimes of history and Darwin as the father of one of the most destructive philosophies of history.

Biblical Considerations

There are many differences that make it impossible to reconcile evolution with Scripture such as the Bible states the Creation is completed (Genesis 2:3) while evolution teaches that the creative process is continuing.  The Bible teaches that the first life was on land (Genesis 1:11) and evolution says that life began in the oceans.  The Bible says that birds and fishes were created on the fifth day (Genesis 1:20-21) and evolution teaches that fish evolved millions of years before birds appeared.
Influence of evolution on Bible interpretation
Theistic Evolution

States that God created all things through the process of evolution.  This view tries to believe everything while they actually believe nothing at all.  Biblical Creation and evolution are incompatible.

Island of Creation

This view advocates the theory of evolution, including the progression of subhuman forms, until the time of the creation of man.  This can’t work because the Bible says death came by man, if evolution were true then death would have occurred for millions of years before man was created.  If one has rejected the first twenty-five verses of the Bible, what sense does it make to start believing at the twenty-sixth verse?
Gap Theory

The original creation of Genesis 1:1 was followed by a catastrophe (1:2); thus a gap in time between Genesis 1:1-2 and the re-creation begun in 1:3.  The pre-existent earth was where Lucifer had his authority and where the dinosaurs and other “ancient” animals lived, however, in the fossil record, dinosaurs are found fossilized with insects, mammals, fish and humans; not alone.

Genesis 1:31, “And God saw every thing that he had made, and, behold, it was very good.  And the evening and the morning were the sixth day.”  Would God call His Creation “very good” if there were millions of fossils of dead animals lying around?

Day Age Theory

This interpretation understands the days of Genesis 1 to be long ages.  The “evening and morning” were the beginning and end of geologic eras.

Genesis 1:14, “And 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 “days” are “ages,” then what are the years?  If a day is an age, then what is a night?
A verse used in this theory is 2 Peter 3:8, “But, beloved, be not ignorant of this one thing, that one day is with the Lord as a thousand years, and a thousand years as one day.”  The context of this passage shows that this verse is not talking about Creation but rather about the Second Coming of Christ.  One thousand years/day is used as a comparison, not as a literal statement of fact.  “Day” is used in the Bible when referring to the Creation, Exodus 20:11, “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.”
Historical Creationism

This view teaches that God created the whole universe during a time the writer of Genesis calls “the beginning.”  That “beginning” was not a point of time but a period of time, perhaps a long period of time.  This again is an attempt to reconcile the Bible with the supposed long period of time of evolutionists.

Using compromises like these are not necessary.  Actually they will turn away many non Christians because these compromises make it look like you can’t trust the Bible.

If we believe God created the heaven and the earth

Then why are we here?

Isaiah 45:18, “For thus saith the LORD that created the heavens; God himself that formed the earth and made it; he hath established it, he created it not in vain, he formed it to be inhabited:  I am the LORD; and there is none else.”
Revelation 4:11, “Thou art worthy, O Lord, to receive glory and honour and power:  for thou hast created all things, and for thy pleasure they are and were created.”
Isaiah 43:7, “Even every one that is called by my name:  for I have created him for my glory, I have formed him; yea, I have made him.”
If we truly believe that God created all things and created humans, then we are made for a specific purpose and that purpose is to glorify God—are we doing it?

