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Perhaps if we show why evolution and biblical teaching are incompatible, then we can see
that theories, which attempt to harmonize them, however well intentioned, are doing a disser-
vice. For example, if evolution is true, Moses was certainly in error when he wrote the creation
account of Genesis. Thus, in order to “accommodate” evolution, harmonizing theories usually
impose a figurative or non-literal interpretation on Genesis 1-2. But more than a dozen other
biblical books also interpret Genesis literally. They, too, are implicated with error for falsely
interpreting the book of Genesis.86

It is always a mistake to interpret Scripture in light of dubious theories, scientific or other-
wise. Properly interpreted, Scripture will never conflict with any fact of science simply because
God is its author. After all, God not only inspired Scripture, He made the creation itself.

Nevertheless, consider a few examples of how these theories raise more problems than
they solve.
Genesis 1-2: God created the entire universe, its flora, fauna and our first parents, in six

literal days. Lexical, grammatical, contextual and hermeneutical considerations simply do
not permit the “days” of Genesis 1 to be vast periods of geologic ages, as indicated, for
example, by the commentaries on Genesis 1 of such Old Testament scholars as Keil,
Delitszch, Leupold and Young.87 (See Exodus 20:8-11; 31:17).

Genesis 1:27: God created man and woman directly on the sixth day of creation. But if
evolution is true, God created men and women indirectly after billions of years.

Genesis 1:31: God pronounced everything He created, including man, “very good.” But if
evolution is true, God pronounced millions of years of human sin and death, “very good”
(cf. Romans 6:23; 1 Corinthians 15:26).

Psalm 148:5: Creation is by instantaneous divine fiat, not millions of years of gradual evolu-
tion (cf. Genesis 1:3, 11, 14, 20, 24).

Matthew 19:4-5: Jesus taught that God made man and woman “at the beginning.” This is
an indisputable reference to Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden. But if evolution is
true, men and women would have appeared extremely late on the evolutionary time
scale—not “at the beginning” (cf. Genesis 1:1; 2 Peter 3:4). Was Jesus in error?

Romans 5:12-14; 1 Corinthians 15:21-22: Sin and death entered through Adam. But if
evolution is true, sin and death had also existed for hundreds of thousands of years prior
to Adam (cf., Romans 6:23).

Jesus Himself accepted divine creation (Mark 13:19); Adam, Eve and Abel (Matthew 19:4-
5; Luke 11:50-51); and Noah’s Flood (Matthew 24:37-39; Luke 17:26-27). For Christians, at
least His authority is supreme. The bottom line is this: if evolution is true, the Bible, literally
interpreted, cannot be true and therefore cannot be considered reliable, let alone the Word of
God. Conversely, if the Bible is God’s Word, then it is evolution which cannot be true.

Yet, in spite of the harmful effects of evolutionary thinking as to personal belief in God, and
the terrible effects in the modern era, it is new discoveries about the creation itself that are
almost forcing modern scientists to reconsider God. Indeed, as a medical doctor and computer
specialist points out, “For centuries scientific rationalists have maintained that believing in a
Supreme Being or Creator God is akin to committing intellectual suicide. However, the twentieth



century has supplied an abundance of scientific discoveries which point to a transcendent
Creator who ordered and energized the universe. This evidence is so powerful that numerous
prominent scientists have begun to speak openly about the existence of just such a Being.”
Further, “In this twentieth-century age of skepticism it is indeed ironic to discover that more
evidence has accumulated for the existence of a transcendent Creator in this century than any
time in the last 1,900 years.”88

As one example, we may cite the text Cosmos, Bios, Theos, produced by sixty world class
scientists, including twenty-four Nobel prize winners. Co-editor and Yale University physicist
Henry Margenau summarizes the logical conclusion for open-minded scientists as they face the
incredible complexity and design of the universe they live in. Margenau reasons that there “is
only one convincing answer” to explain the intricate complexity and laws of the universe—
creation by an omniscient, omnipotent God.89
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Contrast Between the Materialistic and Judeo-Christian World Views

MATERIALISTIC VIEW     CHRISTIAN VIEW

Ultimate
Reality

Universe

Man

Morality

Afterlife

Ultimate Reality is impersonal matter. No
God exists.

The Universe was created by chance
events without ultimate purpose.

Man is the product of impersonal time plus
chance plus matter.  As a result, no
man has eternal value or dignity nor
any meaning other than that which is
subjectively derived.

Morality is defined by every individual
according to his own views and inter-
ests.  Morality is ultimately relative
because every person is the final
authority for his own views.

The afterlife brings eternal annihilation
(personal extinction) for everyone.

Ultimate reality is an infinite, personal,
loving God.

The universe was lovingly created by
God for a specific purpose.

Man was created by God in His image
and is loved by Him.  Because of this,
all men are endowed with eternal
value and dignity.  Their value is not
derived ultimately from themselves,
but from a source transcending
themselves, God Himself.

Morality is defined by God and immu-
table because it is inherently based
on God’s immutable character.

The afterlife involves either eternal life
with God (personal immortality) or
eternal separation from Him (per-
sonal judgment).
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