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The so-called "Cultural Mandate" can be found in Genesis 2:28, “And God blessed them 

and God said unto them, Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it: and 

have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over every living thing 

that moveth upon the earth." The "mandate" is twofold: to multiply and to dominate creation. 

This “mandate", given to Adam in paradise, is a command of God. It, therefore, is not something 

which may or may not be observed; it must be obeyed. Nor is man excused from this command 

because of the subsequent fall into sin. He is required still to deal with God's creation properly to 

God's glory. 

However, let it be noted immediately, that after the fall, man is no longer able to obey 

and serve God. He will ignore God's commands and walk contrary to them. Even the regenerated 

Christian still possesses a sinful flesh. Though he does obey God's commands in principle, still 

he does not perfectly obey. 

The "Cultural Mandate" is, however, taken today to mean that man, by virtue of the 

common grace of God in him, can still carry out much of what this mandate requires. He can 

subdue creation correctly. He can make use of art forms to produce what is good and pleasing to 

God. He can make of this world a utopia where there exists peace and harmony among men. If 

the church helps and cooperates, this world can be made to be a beautiful place. Thus the 

"mandate" is observed. 

Or, it is maintained that the church is called to fulfill this "mandate" on the earth in order 

to establish a glorious world order. The "mandate" is taken to mean that if the church tries hard 

enough, it will be able to “Christianize” all things: labor organizations, political parties, news 

media, entertainment, etc. Because of the "mandate" a postmillennial approach is taken. The 

church, thus, can and will improve this world so that Christ can return. 

The "Cultural Mandate" was indeed a wonderful command to Adam in paradise. He 

could obey with a willing heart. He could bring forth children of God's covenant, children 

without sin who could serve God also in perfection. Adam could work within God's creation, 

subduing it properly. Surely, in subduing creation, Adam would not have destroyed, polluted, or 

corrupted that creation in any way. Adam, in perfection, would have known what to do in 

creation and how to govern it. What a glorious place could have developed—had Adam 

remained in the state of righteousness! Present-day scientific developments, likely, would have 

been nothing compared to that in paradise! 

All that was the blessing of God upon Adam. God would have man, the highest of the 

earthly creation and head over it all, to reflect His own perfections. And God had given to Adam 

everything necessary to fulfill the “mandate". He had perfect knowledge, righteousness, and 

holiness. He had the intelligence which he could rightly use. He was in the ideal position to 

observe God's demands correctly in every respect. 

However, this “cultural mandate" must not become some sort of idea upon which a 

system of doctrine or life is built today. A post-millennial idea of end-time can use the "cultural 

mandate" in its system of teachings. One can soon direct the church in the wrong way if this 

"cultural mandate" becomes the governing principle of the church. Then, soon, the effort of the 

church becomes not the preaching of the gospel and conversion of sinners, but of providing 

social reform and change in this world. Thus the "cultural mandate" has often been misapplied to 

our situation today. 



There are several facts which must be borne in mind in connection with this “cultural 

mandate". First of all, there is the entrance and effect of sin in this world. Man himself, because 

of Adam's transgression, is dead in sin and misery. This means that man is not in a spiritual state 

necessary to observe the command properly. Man will have dominion, all right; he will multiply 

all right—but in sin and for self. Thus, man twists the mandate that himself becomes the goal 

which it must serve. But also, sin has affected the creation itself. The perfect harmony and unity 

within creation does not now exist. That too affects the carrying out of the “mandate"  

A second factor which enters into the question of keeping the mandate is that which is 

presented in II Cor. 6. There may be no union between light and darkness; between Christ and 

Belial. The wicked and the Christian have different points of view; different goals; they have 

different life styles. These two cannot cooperate in order to carry out a certain "mandate". Thus, 

the notion that this "mandate" can somehow be fulfilled if we gain the cooperation of 

unbelievers is nonsense. 

A third factor to bear in mind is that a misunderstanding of the "cultural mandate" after 

the fall might easily lead into an ignoring of the Scriptural truth concerning the new heaven and 

earth which we are to seek. The desire of the child of God now is the return of Christ and the 

establishment of the new heaven and earth. One must not allow his attention to be diverted from 

that glorious objective. 

The child of God does have a calling and has God-given duties on this earth. One may 

never destroy nor misuse that which God has entrusted to man's care. The earth is not ours to 

abuse in our generation as we see fit. One has a calling to recognize that God created the earth 

for man's sake—not just for those men who live in our generation, but for mankind who must 

live on this earth through the ages. 

The Christian must, then, use the earth and all that it contains to the glory of God—but 

also as those who seek the new heavens and new earth. He does not now seek to obey a "cultural 

mandate" as one who only sees a continuation of this earth—but as one who understands that a 

new heaven and earth shall come. 

If we recognize all of these things which have affected the earth since the fall, if we 

confess that there shall be the new heavens and earth—then we can perhaps properly obey a 

certain "mandate' concerning the present earth too. But be sure that we understand well how 

everything has changed since that “cultural mandate" was first given. 

Questions: 

1. How have the views of “common grace" and the "cultural mandate" been related? 

2. What has affected this "cultural mandate" since it was first given to Adam? 

3. What might be wrong with the claim that the wicked in some ways can fulfill this "cultural 

mandate”—and therefore we can enjoy what they have done? 

4. Are not the various environmental movements a part of man's attempt to fulfill the "cultural 

mandate”? 

5. Are Christian young people not obliged to use this creation rightly and not pollute it—

because of this "cultural mandate"? 

6. What kind of “mandate" do Christians have with respect to this present creation? 

7. Why can, or cannot, Christians cooperate with the wicked in this “mandate”? 
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