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At this time of the year thousands of young men and women leave their summertime 

occupations and wend their various ways toward high schools or colleges and universities of 

their choice.  With eager anticipation they delve into the mysteries of the great universe which 

our God has created.  With ardent devotion and passion, they peruse and study the classics which 

have come down to the twentieth century student from the masters who have long concerned 

themselves with the problems of mankind and have attempted to solve these problems.  

Mankind, however, is still concerned with the problems with which men of all ages have 

struggled. 

Today more than ever it is possible for the average American to advance himself by 

continuing the education that he was forced into when he as a child could not choose for himself.  

The choice of advanced, post-high school education is not forced upon the individual, but is one 

which the individual is free to make. 

It is exceedingly true that the sophisticated thing to do is to go to college.  The more 

renowned the college which one attends the more prestige the individual seems to gain.  Be 

assured that the writer of this column does not in the least deprecate the choice of one who 

chooses to advance himself by studying further than the 12th grade in high school.  Many jobs 

today are out of the reach of those who terminate their studies in the 12th grade.  Job 

requirements in this space and scientific age exceed the skills acquired by the average 12th grade 

student. 

There are many problems that accompany further study in the colleges and universities of 

our day.  There are many dangers too for the Christian young man and woman who venture into 

the area of advanced education.  Many of these dangers are rooted in the theory of academic 

liberty.  It is often advocated by the “intelligentsia” that one who aspires to become learned must 

come to his subject with no preconceptions.  He must be free to investigate all the areas of life 

and must push from him all those conceptions that would prevent him from whole-heartedly 

investigating the givens in the area of study that he has chosen. 

“This is a danger?” you may say.  It is.   

The famous lawyer, Clarence Darrow, was a strong advocate of the theory that man is 

free to delve intellectually into all the areas of life.  He maintained that man is able rationally to 

comprehend the deep of life.  He argued that the Bible had no more to say concerning the 

creation of God than men who had spent a life time attempting to decipher the secrets of the 

universe. 

The truth of the matter is, however, that Clarence Darrow and all sophisticates who argue 

this position are wrong.  It is also deceptively dangerous because it appeals to the flesh of every 

man. 

It is the position of the Church of all ages, however, that the Bible speaks infallibly 

concerning all things.  It speaks infallibly concerning the creation and incarnation.  These 

miracles which are recorded in the Bible may not be tampered with or changed by the rationality 

of man. 

The individual is not at liberty to investigate apart from the basic principles and directives 

laid down in the divine Scriptures and as these are interpreted for the church in the Confessions. 

Those who argue that the Bible is on a par with other books or that the Bible is simply a book 



which is written to regulate our faith and morals are classified by Paul with stinging logic.  They 

are those who are “ever learning, and never able to come to the knowledge of the truth.” 

The concept liberty needs some elucidation in this connection.  Liberty is generally 

thought of as freedom to do as one pleases.  This is dinned into the ears of those who are citizens 

of the American commonwealth.  For the natural man this is to do that which the flesh, i.e., one’s 

old nature desires to do.  The innate perversity in man is of such a nature that one desires to be 

led away with divers lusts and never come to the knowledge of the truth.  The innate perversity 

of man would scoffingly say with Pilate, “What is truth?” 

This, however, is not liberty.  Liberty for the child of God is the ability to walk according 

to the commandments and precepts laid down by God in His Word.  “And I will walk at liberty:  

for I seek Thy precepts.”  The fish is not free when he is taken out of the water.  His liberty 

consists in his remaining in his element.  He must be in the water to live.  If he is taken out of the 

water for a prolonged period of time his gills dry up and he dies.  He is equipped to live only as 

long as he stays in the water and can take the oxygen and food from that water. 

This is likewise true of the child of God.  He is free only as long as he lives according to 

the precepts of the Word of God.  Accordingly, the student dies if he is separated from the truth 

of the Word of God as he investigates the mysteries of this great universe.  His death will be a 

spiritual death because the great God is inseparably linked with this miraculous creation.  The 

student who studies the revelation of God in nature can only understand the book of Creation in 

the light of and through the spectacles of the revealed Word of God, the Bible. 

Let us not be confused by the sophists who prate about intellectual liberty and use this 

intellectual liberty as a cloak for license.  Let’s not be fooled by those who want to pervert the 

truth of the Word of God.  They don’t speak of evolution; this is far too bland.  They speak of 

periods of time and Genesis 1 needs a new look.  Creation can be explained naturally. 

We believe in the miracle of creation.  Creation is as much a miracle as the incarnation.  

Genesis 1 and Matthew 1 must be measured by the same standard. 

“Of making many books there is no end; and much study is a weariness of the flesh.  Let us 

hear the conclusion of the whole matter:  Fear God, and keep his commandments for this is 

the whole duty of man.  For God shall bring every work into judgment…” 
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