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In the last article, we briefly explained the theory of evolution and the form, with which we 

ought to be the most concerned, theistic evolution. Now we will turn our attention to the doctrinal 

consequences of a belief in theistic evolution. 

First of all, we must understand that a belief in theistic evolution requires of us that we do not 

interpret the first three chapters of Genesis literally. A belief in theistic evolution is not possible with a 

literal interpretation. In fact, many proponents of theistic evolution argue that Genesis 1-11 are not to 

be interpreted literally. 

If Genesis 1-11 is not a literal, historical account of the beginning of this world and the first 

years of its history, then how are these chapters to be taken? As a myth, or better yet, as stylized 

writing, says the theistic evolutionist. The first chapters of God’s Word are to be received as nothing 

more than a fictional “story”. The ways of God in the beginning of time are too profound for us to 

grasp, so it was necessary for God to relate the beginning of all things in an easy-to-understand, story-

like manner. This is all Genesis 1-11 is, nothing more. It cannot be taken literally. It is myth. 

This explanation ought to immediately strike us as false. Even a child who reads Genesis 1 can 

discern that it is to be taken literally. When a faith possessing believer reads Genesis 1:1 where we 

read, “In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth,” he is left with no doubt as to how he 

ought to interpret this passage. The first chapters of Genesis present themselves as literal history and 

must be interpreted as literal history. Any other interpretation is false and dangerous. 

But we ought not be surprised when men interpret this portion of Genesis as they do. A false 

view of the doctrine of Scripture has entered most churches. Because the Bible is not infallible and 

inerrant, it is open to private interpretation. The Bible is only man’s book and is open to any 

interpretation that satisfies man’s fancy. This false view is in flat contradiction to the correct view of 

the doctrine of Scripture as explained in II Peter 1:20, 21 where we read, “Knowing this first, that no 

prophecy of the scripture is of any private interpretation. For the prophecy came not in old time by the 

will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.” 

This denial of a literal interpretation of the first chapters of Genesis is of no small consequence. 

If the opening chapters of Genesis are indeed mythical as they claim, then it follows that the Fall (Gen. 

3) is mythical, the Flood (Gen. 7) is mythical, and the scattering at Babel (Gen. 11) is mythical. To 

deny the literal Fall is to deny the doctrine of original sin and the guilt which all men have in Adam. To 

deny the literal Flood is to deny that God will come again and destroy this world with fire and save to 

Himself a peculiar people. To deny the literal scattering at Babel is to deny God’s hand in all the 

happenings of man throughout history. But these denials are just at the tip of the iceberg of doctrinal 

rejections and contortions. 

The first chapters of Genesis serve as the foundation on which the whole of Scripture rests. 

These first chapters are packed full of doctrine. These doctrines, set forth for the first time in Genesis, 

are the same doctrines which are found in the rest of the Bible. To deny these doctrines as they are set 

forth in God’s first dealings with man is to deny these doctrines in all of Scripture. In very simple 

terms, a denial of the first chapters of Genesis is no less than a denial of all the truths found in 

Scripture. 

One of these truths found in Genesis, and the central truth in all of Scripture is that of the 

promise of a Savior, as found in Genesis 3:15 where we read that the seed of the woman would crush 

the head of the serpent. This seed of the woman is Christ and His death on the cross would be the head-

bruising death-blow to the serpent. Not only would the serpent and his seed be forever destroyed, but 



right here in Genesis 3:15 redemption from sin and death is promised to the spiritual seed of the 

woman. 

Related to this is the reality of the Fall as described in the first part of Genesis 3. Man is in need of 

a Savior because he has sinned, and because of this sin he has brought down on himself the curse of 

God on sin, which is physical and spiritual death. In Genesis 3:19, we read, “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.” But this curse was not limited to Adam only. All of us are guilty in Adam. 

Romans 5:12 explains this very clearly where we read, “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.” 

This truth established in Genesis 3 is very important. To deny Adam’s Fall, the curse put upon 

him because of that Fall, and our guilt in Adam and the curse of death upon us, is to deny our need for 

the Savior. If there is no sin and death, there need not be a Savior. If man’s fall into sin is no more than 

a myth, then our need for a Savior is nothing more than a myth. What a frightening thought! But this is 

where theistic evolution leads us. 

Just as we are all guilty in Adam, so is Adam “the figure of Him that was to come” (Romans 

5:14). Adam is a figure of Christ. If Adam is mythical, so also must Christ be mythical. This is in flat 

contradiction with the rest of Scripture because Christ and his death and resurrection are surely not a 

myth. “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” (I Cor. 15:21,22). This is just one of many New 

Testament examples which speak of an actual Adam and a literal Fall. 

In addition to all of the preceding doctrinal consequences of a belief in theistic evolution, there 

are more. Theistic evolution requires a denial of God’s six-day creation and His providential governing 

of it. According to the theistic evolutionist, God’s only involvement in the development of things 

amounted to nothing more that a few special interventions in the evolutionary process. One of these 

“interventions” was the giving of a soul to man. Another was giving man the image of God. One does 

not have to ponder for very long to recognize why these two “interventions” would be necessary in 

order for the theistic evolutionist to remain somewhat Biblical. 

If God’s hand in this process amounts to nothing more than a few special interventions, then it 

is evident how the eternal providence of God is denied. These sporadic “interventions” could not be 

more unbiblical. The Heidelberg Catechism speaks explicitly as to how we ought to view God’s work 

of creation and providence when it asks in Question 26: “What believest thou when thou sayest, ‘I 

believe in God the Father, Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth’?” And the answer speaks to the shame 

of the theistic evolutionists when we read: 
 

That the eternal Father of our Lord Jesus Christ (who of nothing made 

heaven and earth, with all that is in them; who likewise upholds and 

governs the same by his eternal counsel and providence) is for the sake of 

Christ his Son, my God and Father;… 
 

God was not only involved in every minute detail of the creation of this world, but He has been 

involved ever since. If it were not for His upholding power, the creation would cease to exist. This truth 

is set forth in Hebrews 1:3 where we read that God is “upholding all things by the word of His power.” 

Psalm 115:3 adds to this the words, “But our God is in the heavens; He hath done whatsoever He hath 

pleased.” This is a comforting truth for the believer who is assured that nothing happens apart from the 

counsel of God. The theistic evolutionist is void of this comfort. 

In addition to all of these doctrinal denials, the theistic evolutionists, if they are going to 

maintain that the opening chapters of Genesis are mythical, deny the antithesis, a proper view of the 

family and marriage, and a proper understanding of work and rest. This we will look at in the next 

article. From there we will move on to the proper understanding of the doctrine of creation. ❖ 
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