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During the past four months I have been considering the teaching of science in the classroom 

of the Protestant Reformed Christian School. I have done this from the point of view of one who 

is convinced the instruction in the sciences must be given in such a way that no contradiction 

exists between the instruction given by the classroom teacher and his belief in the infallible 

Scriptures. The Christian teacher is very much aware of the fact that the truth of God, especially 

the doctrine of Creation is opposed by unbelieving scientists and educators. In the mind of the 

unbeliever God must be dethroned and the truth of the Scriptural account of Creation must be 

denied. Ungodly man serves the Creature and does not serve the Creator. 

In order to make you and myself completely aware of the need for a basic emphasis in our 

instruction 1 took the time in my writing to say some things about the theory of evolution which 

I believe needed to be said. The theory of evolution is not a dead issue. It is a very live issue and 

must be considered by the one who wishes to teach in the Christian classroom and teach from an 

antithetical point of view. More than once, it seems to me, I have emphasized that one either 

believes unreservedly the Scriptural account of the origin of all things or else he turns to his own 

investigation and observation of reality and speculates concerning the origin of that which one 

can observe through sensory perception. Reliance on this type of observation for an answer to the 

ultimate question of where did life come from ultimately leads one to an adoption of the 

evolutionary theories which have been developed by the unbelieving and ungodly thinkers of all 

the ages of this world. This is serious business. 

What is more serious is that Christian young people — our young people — who are going to 

college often ask the question: “What does it matter whether one believes the Scriptural account 

of the creation of the world?” “Believing some modified form of the theory of evolution or 

believing some modified form of the doctrine of creation certainly does not mean that one is 

going to deny Christ?” I have heard young people ask these questions. Maybe someone who 

reads this article has asked this question or is asking the question at this very moment. Our young 

people will undoubtedly wrestle with this question when they hear teachers who are professedly 

Christian and who teach in Christian schools attempt to make excuses for the doctrine of 

evolution and call it theistic evolution. 

Darwinism and its predecessors have had an influence on the thinking of men in this western 

"Christian” era. Darwinism has had its converts in the Reformed church world among the 

intellectually elite. Darwinism, which is a basic philosophy of life, which denies the truth of the 

Word of God, has specifically challenged the Biblical doctrine of Creation. Darwinism has made 

inroads through the medium of higher criticism into the church. Much of nominal Christendom 

has denied the cardinal truths of the Bible and one of these is the doctrine of Creation. When one 

can deny the infallibility of the Scriptures and all that this doctrine implies then the foundations 

are destroyed. God grant that our witness may remain constant over against this departure from 

the truth. 

The theory of evolution is a world and life view which is diametrically opposed to the 

Christian world and life view. Evolution or Darwinism can be said to be absolutely opposed to 

the Christian world and life view because: 

  1. Evolution denies sin — original and actual sin. 

  2. Evolution denies the fall and the curse on all creation. 

  3. Evolution denies the need for redemption. 



In short evolution is the Devil's lie. It comes straight out of hell. It is intellectual and spiritual 

heresy. Evolution is a denial of the truth of the Word of God: it denies the Scriptures. 

Evolution is not a new heresy. Solomon says that there is no new thing under the sun. I have 

emphasized this fact in previous articles which I have written on this topic. Even though it is not 

new it does not become less powerful in its influence. It is an increasingly dangerous heresy. In 

this age of scientific advancement and of increasing materialism the theory of evolution becomes 

more influential. Evolutionism finds a warm spot close to the heart of every child of the Devil 

and it is alluring to the flesh of the child of Cod. 

Evolution is related to the theory of the “eternal” betterment of all things. This "eternal” 

betterment theory is also called the theory of “progress." It is the postmillennial dream of false 

Christianity. Evolution and the theory of progress seem to go hand in hand with the “Social 

Gospeller.” Darwinism held a strong appeal for the man in the Social Gospel movement. The 

Social Gospel advocate who was convinced that the discoveries of Darwin were correct was also 

convinced that it was impossible for honest scholarship to hold to the doctrine of creation, the 

inspiration of the Scriptures, and the fall as these truths had always been presented by the church. 

Not every man of science, however, has been swept along with this movement. There are 

many students of science who are Bible believers and who will not accept the Darwinian 

philosophy of earth history. We who are unsophisticated scientists must listen to the men or 

science for information concerning the facts of science. It is much better when we can listen to 

men of science who are committed to a literal interpretation of the Word of God with respect to 

the doctrine of Creation. Such a man is Dr. H. M. Morris who believes that God created the 

world in six literal twenty-four hour days. Dr. Morris has shown that men of science who believe 

in evolution and the theory of inevitable betterment through the operation of the laws of nature 

have also to reckon with the two laws of thermodynamics. These physical laws held by all men 

of science demonstrate that the theory of evolution is nothing more than a theory. Evolution 

teaches innovation, improvement and integration. Science itself has shown that things do not 

improve and that all things tend toward disintegration rather than integration. The two laws of 

thermodynamics teach conservation of matter and disintegration. Add to this the fact that as far 

as present-day biological change is concerned there is no evidence whatever that any real 

evolutionary changes are taking place. Even in the field of nuclear radiation none of the physical 

changes which have been produced in the bodies of animals have been passed on to future 

generations by the parents of those animals in which such changes have been effected. 

The Christian teacher is called to cling to a basic commitment — a basic work-and- life view 

which is based upon a Biblical framework of earth history. The Biblical framework of earth 

history is emphatically rejected and denied in every part by ancient and modem intellectualism. 

This flat denial is based upon an adherence to uniformitarianism and a steady-state theory of 

nature. This adherence to uniformitarianism is described by the apostle Peter as being the 

doctrine of the scoffer who said that "all things continue as they were from the beginning.’ These 

are the words of him who says "Where is God?’ and who ultimately says "God is dead.' 

Those who would cling to a uniformitarian interpretation of earth history would lay claim to 

such an interpretation on the basis of a rational and empirical approach to the study of reality. In 

itself, this approach may have many features which are useful but when this approach is used to 

give an explanation for the origin of all the ’phenomena which are observable through the human 

senses then we must cast our dissenting vote along with all other Billie believing students of 

earth history. 

This rationalistic and empirical approach to the study of earth history is sometimes referred 



to as the scientific method. As I have suggested this scientific method is not per se bad in every 

detail. It is a legitimate tool to discover facts about the observable universe. The following 

limitations should be considered. 

1. It can only determine formal truth. It cannot determine the truth in Christ Jesus. One 

cannot move from the brute facts to a knowledge of God who reveals himself in Christ Jesus. 

Christ is the wisdom of Cod, 

2. It is never used without a basic prejudice. In fact, the scientific method suffers per se 

because it is a method which is basically prejudicial. The fundamental bias of the method is that 

"all truth can be ascertained by means of this method.” All truth can be empirically proved 

because all truth is empirical. There is nothing existent besides that which can be empirically 

proved to be true. Only that which can be proved to be true by the scientific method is true, 

When one makes statements concerning the ultimate reliability of the scientific method then 

one begins to deny some of the cardinal truths of the Word of God. To sav this, denies the need 

for Divine revelation. This method means that one must be enamored with crass materialism 

which denies the spiritual side of man and denies the fact that God who is a Spirit reveals to man 

that which eye hath not seen and ear hath not heard. 

An acceptance of the scientific method as the only means of ascertaining that which is true 

would mean that one must deny the validity of the Scriptures as a means of arriving at truth. This 

would be a denial of one’s Christian commitment. 

Protestant Reformed Christian Schools, yes, all Christian Schools must be based squarely on 

an adherence to the Word of God. The study of Creation and the interpretation of the facts of the 

Creation must in no way conflict with the clear teaching of the Word of God. The Biblical 

framework of earth history implies an adherence to the following: 

1. A real and special Creation of all things, in six days, by God the Father. When Cod 

ceased creating no new species could spontaneously spring from the earth nor could any new 

creature evolve in an organic way. 

2. An introduction of rebellion, disharmony, and the curse because of the fall and 

disobedience of our first parent Adam. 

3. A belief in the Universal Flood. All that God created was destroyed except that which 

was saved in the ark and Cod renovated and changed the earth for the postdiluvian period of 

earth history. 

4. A belief in the work of redemption accomplished upon the cross, whereby the Word 

made flesh reconciles the world unto himself. Colossians 1:17. 

5. A belief in the final judgment by fire and brimstone and the return of Christ upon the 

clouds of heaven when a new heavens and a new earth will be ushered in as the dwelling place 

for the redeemed of all ages. 

And they sing the song of Moses the servant of Cod, and the song of the Lamb saying, "Great 

and marvelous are thy works, Lord God Almighty; just and true are thy ways, thou King of 

saints.” 
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