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1. Introduction: Defining Terms
Reading Assignment: Chapters 1 and 2 of Exchange of Truth (58‐68)

1.1 Faith
Hebrews 11
Biblical faith is not a blind faith, it is evidence of things unseen. God gives us faith to understand that
things which are seen were not made of things which are visible. A fool says there is no God, and they
are unable to connect the simple fact that if something looks designed, then it most likely is. They have
an especially hard time connecting this idea to nature.
Ephesians 2: 8‐9 Again, faith is a gift from God, and is not something we can earn. If we are able to make
sense of the Creator/Creation distinction and connection, it is because God gave us faith, not because of
our own merit.
Good time to discuss Leonhard Euler who said “It is God therefore, who places men, every instant, in
circumstances the most favourable, and from which, they may derive motives the most powerful, to
produce their conversion; so that men are always indebted to God, for the means which promote their
salvation.”
Faithful Believer (Hebrews 11)

Unbeliever

Certain of God’s promises (11:1)

Despises wisdom and instruction (Proverbs 1:7)

Confident of God’s power (11:1)

Minimizes God’s power (II Peter 3:3‐6, Matthew 22:29)

Perceives Design in Nature (11:3)

Design is an illusion (Psalm 92:5‐6)

Acts on God’s promises (11:8‐22)

Rebels against God (Genesis 3:1‐7)

Esteems Christ above all (11:26)

Christ is foolishness (I Corinthians 1:18)

Overcomes trials (11:29‐38)

Ultimately loses (Romans 6:23)

1.2 Reason
Deductive Reasoning – applying rules
Syllogism – A set of statements used to create a deductive argument. Contains a major premise,
minor premise, and conclusion. Use examples from EOT.
Presupposition – A major premise in a syllogism, an axiom in geometry, to propose or assum
beforehand
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Inductive Reasoning ‐ Finding rules
Scientific method – Question, hypothesis, methods, results, discussion.
Scientific research – testing of a hypothesis and drawing conclusions through repeatable
experiments
Natural history research – development of multiple hypotheses and drawing conclusions
through a process of elimination, not repeatable testing
Futurology – development of a hypothesis and drawing conclusions about future events before
they have occurred.
Use recipe analogy
Analogy – a comparison,
Examples: 4:2::12:? Groom:Bride::Christ:?

Jesus’ Parables are analogies

Why is it important to reason well? Because strongest defense of God’s word, as well as biggest attacks
against it, are rational. Just because something is a good reason, doesn’t mean it’s true. That’s why
God’s gift of faith is important to help us find which reasonable, as well as unreasonable arguments are
true. Christianity is all about a relationship, and one way we can relate to others is by giving a
reasonable defense of the Faith.

1.3 Worldview

In 21st Century, Christianity is under attack in many ways. One primary way is replacement of Biblical
perspective with naturalism. It is important to remember that God gives rebellious over to foolish
thinking. God alone can turn a heart to him. We cannot engage believer and unbeliever on same level.
Unbeliever must be shown, in love, to be a fool. Proverbs 26:4‐5 seems confusing, because it says “do
not answer a fool,” but then says “answer a fool” in the very next verse! So, verse 24 is talking about the
2

unbeliever’s folly, which is to demand evidence for God, which is foolish because the evidence is
everywhere. Verse 25 is talking about calling out their foolish thinking, showing them they are irrational
and cannot reason apart from God, which is why they need to repent and turn to Jesus. Jesus did not
argue with Satan in wilderness by giving in to his demands for evidence. He argued from Scripture (Luke
4:1‐12). Likewise, Paul did not use evidence as primary tool, but the Gospel (Acts 17:16‐32).
Questions to ask unbeliever – is logic material? How can you trust your senses if just chemical
reactions? Does absolute truth exist? Are you sure?
Believer needs to be shown foolish thoughts, but also material evidence. Don’t let unbeliever be the
judge. God is the judge. Unbeliever must repent first. We must also remember that the main problem is
not worldview, but sin. Adam sinned, and collectively we all suffer the consequences. Unbiblical
worldviews are a result of sin, not a cause of it.
Worldviews (only one can be correct)
Christianity‐ God‐given belief that there is only one God in all existence, that God is a Trinity,
Jesus Christ is God in flesh, salvation is by grace alone through faith alone, Jesus died on the
cross, Jesus rose from the dead in a glorified, physical body.
Naturalism‐The belief that matter and energy are the only realities, and that there is no God.

Metaphysics‐ Man’s ideas about reality. Attempts to answer the question “Is reality basically one, or is
reality basically many?”
Theism – belief in the existence of a divine reality as creator of the universe
Christian theism: reality is one and many (Creator/creation, Trinity, etc.)
Materialism – belief that reality only consists of matter and energy
Epistemology ‐ A branch of philosophy dealing with the nature of knowledge and truth. Do we know
things only from experience or apart from experience?
Revelation‐ God’s disclosure of Himself and His will through Scripture
Positivism‐A philosophy that elevates scientific investigation above all other forms of
knowledge, including (and especially) biblical knowledge.
Historiography – The study of the way history has been and currently is written.
Creation and Providence – The preservation, care and government which God exercises over all
things He has created, in order that they may accomplish the ends for which they were created. WCF,
Chapter 5: God is First cause (Creation), all things come to pass according to the nature of Second causes
(Providence)
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Uniformitarianism ‐ Also described as “the present is the key to the past.” Example: If rivers
carve canyons at 1 cm per year today, then that is how fast they did it in the past, too.
Some act as if faith and reason are in opposition to each other. In recent debate in America Bill Nye
portrayed himself as “reasonable man” against Ken Ham, the Christian. Bill Nye assumed faith and
reason in opposition.
This class will be taught from perspective that faith and reason, science and religion have same Author,
and He reigns over all!. We will humbly acknowledge that, many times, we don’t understand either one
fully! (I Corinthians 13:12). This class will also be taught from the perspective that naturalism and its
foundation of evolutionism and billions of years, while sometimes reasonable, are certainly false.
We will also understand that defending the faith is different if you are talking to believer or unbeliever.
Unbeliever, God has given them over to a debased mind (Romans 1: 28). Christ alone can change their
heart. Like Paul, we should preach the gospel anyways, and some, but not all, will be persuaded (Acts
17:4). For the unbeliever, we should let them know they are a fool (Psalm 14:1, Proverbs 1:7), and this is
what happens when they do not acknowledge God nor are thankful (Romans 1: 21‐23). For the
unbeliever, we do not give them “evidence for God” first, because that makes them the judge. God is
their judge, and they need to hear the gospel most of all, and repent.
For the believer who is confused by naturalism or other non‐Christian beliefs, we need to show them
what God’s word says, practicing Sola Scriptura. Then we can show them evidence for how God’s word
plays out in the past (rock record), present (science and design), and future (stewardship).
Must not forget that between faith, hope, and love, the greatest is love (I Cor. 13:13), so as we discuss
things, we need to discuss respectfully and with brotherly love.

1.4 Introduction to course
Genesis and Jesus (All things were made through Him)
Genesis and Man (God’s image bearers, formed from dust)
Genesis and Covenant (The unfolding of God’s relationship with man through time)
Genesis and Marriage (Between one man and one woman)
Genesis and Creation(Unity and Diversity is an attribute of God)
Genesis and Science (God commands us to know His creation)
Genesis and Evolutionism (Darwin and Lysenko were both wrong)
Genesis and Biological Information (Information requires a Sender and receiver)
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Genesis and The Flood (We are ancestors of the 8 who survived a global cataclysm)
Genesis and Earth History (Revealing the pattern of Creation/Flood/Ice Age/Present)
Genesis and Dominion(Excercising dominion, not domination)
Genesis and Education (Creativity of God is foundation of a Christian education)

1.5 Introduction to Genesis
Title – Hebrew is bereshith “in the beginning.” Greek is genesis, “origin.” Both are pointing to Genesis as
a book about the origin of history.
Author – Clearly God is author, text begins with “Then God said…..and it was so” 8 times. God inspired
Moses to write Genesis.
Audience – We can assume entire human race is audience. God makes it clear he wants us to know Him,
and that He made us special.
Literary form
Historical narrative – How Christian church traditionally viewed Genesis. How other Biblical
authors also view Genesis. This class presents Genesis as historical narrative.
Poem‐ While some poetry exists in Genesis 1 and 2, this is normally used an excuse to billions of
years. Numbers 7 also has poetic refrains, but no one ever refers to it as not being historical.

1.6 Why did God create?
Revelation 4:11 – for His glory and pleasure, which is why we should view all of life from a God‐
centered, not man‐centered perspective. Read Jonathan Edwards for better understanding of God
glorifying Himself.

1.7 Scripture Memory (1 long, 3 short)
Long: Genesis 1: 26‐28, Romans 1:18‐25, 1 Peter 3:18‐22, 2 Peter 3:3‐6, John 1:1‐5, Hebrews 11:1‐3,
Romans 5:12‐20, I Corinthians 15:42‐49
Short: Genesis 1:26, Genesis 1:28, Genesis 7:11, Matthew 22:29, Romans 1:20, John 1:1, Hebrews 11:1,
Romans 5:15, Romans 5:17 , I Corinthians 15:39, I Corinthians 15:45, I Corinthians 15:49, Proverbs 26:4‐
5., Psalm 104:2
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2. Genesis and Jesus (All things were made through Him)
Reading assignment: Christmas and Genesis (69‐73)
Gospel, unfolding of covenant
Last Adam, genealogy, unity and diversity
Paid penalty for sin, so if death before sin, no reason for Jesus

2.1 Иисус: Предсуществуюший; Слово (Jesus: the pre‐existent one; the Word)
At Christmas, churches often read the early chapters of the Gospels. It is the Gospel of John which goes back the furthest. While
Matthew and Luke tell us about the conception and birth of the One, John 1 goes back way further to before He was conceived.
In fact, it reaches back even further than Genesis, as shown above. Genesis 1 is the account of the creation of the space‐time
universe, but John 1 tells us that Jesus and the Father existed before creation, before time, in eternity past. Indeed, as
above,Genesis 1:1 really takes over at John 1:3.
John calls Jesus the ‘Word’, or in Greek, the logos. Why? This comes from the Jewish concept of thememra. This teaching can
be found in the Targums, Aramaic paraphrases of the Old Testament.1 Where the Old Testament says something is done by
God, the Targums often said it was done by the memra of God. The Rabbis never tried to explain the paradox, because the OT
also sometimes describes several personages simultaneously as the LORD (YHWH) who is one (e.g. Genesis 19:24, Isaiah 48:16).
They taught six things about this memra, and John 1 identifies Jesus of Nazareth as the embodiment of all aspects of
the memra:

2.2 Протоевангелие в Книге Бытия 3:15: Бог придет в семени жены(The
proto‐Gospel of Genesis 3:15: God would come as a seed of a woman)
After Adam and Eve fell into sin, God pronounced judgment on them. But along with judgment, God provided an
escape. He made this intriguing promise to Eve in Genesis 3:15 (addressing the serpent):
‘And I will put enmity between you and the woman, and between your offspring and hers; he will crush your head,
and you will strike his heel.’
Many have interpreted the seed in this verse as the Messiah, including the Jewish Targums, hence the Talmudic
expression ‘heels of the Messiah’.3 This verse hints at the Virginal Conception prophesied in Isaiah 7:14, as the
Messiah is called the seed of the woman, contrary to the normal biblical practice of referring to the father rather
than the mother of a child (cf. Genesis chapters 5 and 11, 1 Chr. chapters 1–9). The early church called this passage
the Protevangelion, the first mention of the Gospel in the Bible.
But there was a very interesting sequel. When Eve bore Cain, she said something so apparently out of the ordinary
that many Bible translators can’t believe she said it. The Hebrew literally says, ‘I have gotten a man: the
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LORD (YHWH)’, or ‘I have received a man, namely Jehovah’, as Martin Luther put it.4 The Hebrew Christian scholar
Dr Arnold Fruchtenbaum believes that Eve’s actual statement shows that she understood that the seed would be
both God and man, but she was grossly mistaken in believing that Cain was the seed in question.5,6 Rather, the
seed of the woman would be born about 4000 years later, to the virgin Mary in Bethlehem. I.e. Eve’s theology was
accurate; it was only herapplication that was faulty. See below for Fruchtenbaum’s support for this.

2.3 Ева и Богочеловек (Eve and the God‐Man)
Fruchtenbaum supports the interpretation referred to in the main text (that Eve believed she was giving birth to
the promised divine seed) by pointing out that the word YHWH is preceded by the untranslated accusative particle
( תאet), which marks the object of the verb, in this case ‘gotten’.7 Genesis 4:1 reads, ‘And Adam knew Eve his wife;
and she conceived, and bare Cain, and said, I have gotten a man: the LORD(YHWH/Yahweh/Jehovah).’ Compare
the last few words of this, and the Hebrew, with the account of Abel’s birth in the next verse:
‘… and said, I have gotten a man: YHWH’וַתּאמֶר ָקנִיתִי אִישׁ אֶת־יהוה׃
‘And she again bare his brother: Abel.’וַתּסֶף ָל ֶלדֶת אֶת־אָחִיו אֶת־ ָה ֶבל
There is no doubt that brother and Abel are one and the same. But the same exact Hebrew construction implies
that likewise, man and the LORD were one and the same.
The Midrash Rabbah also cites Rabbi Akiba, admitting that the Hebrew construction would seem to imply that Eve
thought she was begetting YHWH, which created interpretive difficulties for them, so the translation ‘with the help
of the Lord’ is required—as the NASB also renders it.
The Jerusalem Targum reads: ‘I have gotten a man: the angel of Jehovah’, while the Targum Pseudo‐Jonathan says:
I have gotten for a man the angel of Jehovah’. The Targums often substituted ‘Angel of God’ or ‘Word of God’ for
‘God’.

2.4 Why did Jesus have to be born? The Genesis connection (Необходимость
рождения Иисуса и связь с Книгой Бытия)
In chapter 3 of his Gospel, Luke traces Jesus’ human lineage from Mary all the way back up to Adam. There is not
the slightest hint of a break showing where historical characters end and mythical figures begin—all are treated as
equally historical; none are mythical. This includes Adam himself, who was created directly by God, not through a
long line of ape‐like ancestors or pond scum (Luke 3:38).
So why is it so important that Jesus, the ‘last Adam’ is a descendant of a real first man, Adam (cf. 1 Corinthians
15:45)? This common descent from a real Adam is also vital for the Atonement. The prophet Isaiah spoke of the
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coming Messiah as literally the ‘Kinsman‐Redeemer’, i.e. one who is related by blood to those he redeems (Isaiah
59:20, which uses the same Hebrew word ( גואלgôēl) as is used to describe Boaz in relation to Naomi in Ruth
2:20, 3:1–4:17). The book of Hebrews also explains how Jesus took upon Himself the nature of a man to save
mankind, but not angels (Hebrews 2:11–18). So only Adam’s descendants can be saved, because only thus can they
be related by blood to the Last Adam.
So if anyone thinks that Genesis history doesn’t matter, then ask how they should preach to the Australian
Aborigines. If they have really been here for 40,000 years (according to carbon‐14 dating that old‐earthers accept),
then how could they come from Adam, and how could they be related to Christ, so how can they be saved?
Indeed, a compromising clergyman of Darwin’s day, Charles Kingsley, claimed that Aborigines had not evolved
enough to preach the gospel to them!

http://creation.com/christmas‐and‐genesis‐russian
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3. Genesis and Man (God’s image bearers, formed from dust)
Reading assignment: Resurrection and Genesis (74‐80), Romans 5:12‐20, I Corinthians 15:42‐49

3.1 Adam and Eve, different views
Absolute human origins
WCF Chapter 4: After God made all the other creatures, He created man, male and female, with
reasonable and immortal souls, ….. after His own image, ……. with the possibility of transgressing.
http://creation.com/resurrection‐and‐genesis‐russian

http://creation.com/the-resurrection-and-genesis (Romans 5:12‐20, I Corinthians 15:42‐49)
Christ as the Firstfruits of the Resurrection and the Last Adam
The most important developments of Paul’s theology regarding the resurrection of believers are his
statements in 1 Corinthians 15 and Romans 5:12–21 (penned in 53–54 AD7 and 57–58 AD,8 respectively).
In the former we find for the first time the reason why Christians can expect to be resurrected because
of Jesus’ resurrection; Jesus is “the firstfruits” of the Resurrection, a guarantee that those who are under
him will also be raised when He returns (1 Corinthians 15:23).
Paul made a clear contrast between the sin of the first man, Adam, vs. the Last Adam, Christ. Adam’s sin
makes us all sinners by nature, but Jesus’s sacrifice enabled our sin to be imputed (credited) to Him
(Isaiah 53:6), and His perfect life enabled His righteousness to be imputed to believers in Him (2
Corinthians 5:21).
Paul made a clear contrast between the sin of the first man, Adam, vs. the Last Adam, Christ. Adam’s sin
makes us all sinners by nature, but Jesus’s sacrifice enabled our sin to be imputed (credited) to Him
(Isaiah 53:6), and His perfect life enabled His righteousness to be imputed to believers in Him (2
Corinthians 5:21). This is hard for modern Westerners to understand, because Western culture is very
individualistic. But in New Testament time, and indeed in most cultures today, they thought in collective
terms, so would readily understand this. That is, the actions of one person necessarily affected the
whole; especially the actions of the head of a certain group. And if corporate punishment is ‘unjust’,
whatever that might mean in an atheistic framework, then so is corporate redemption. Paul essentially
makes the argument that there are two ultimate ‘heads’ of two types of humanity; Adam and Christ.9 All
people are under either one or the other, and the action of one’s ‘head’ determines their standing
before God:
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The first man, Adam: a historical figure
Paul referred to Adam as first man. This comparison between Adam and Christ is absolutely essential to
Paul’s argumentation, and his theology of the Resurrection in general. This requires that both Adam and
Christ be historical figures who both have a kind of headship over the humanity that is under them,
whose actions had widespread consequences for those under them.
More specifically, it requires that Adam be the literal ancestor of all humans whose sin really caused the
introduction of death and the estrangement of humanity from God, just as Christ is a historical human
being whose life of obedience to God and sacrificial death reconcile us to God and pay the sin‐debt in a
way that no one else could.
Other views on Adam (Genesis 4:13, who is Cain referring to?)
First evolved humans, supernatural ensoulment
Melissa Travis, Assistant Professor of Apologetics, Houston Baptist University: Regarding Adam, I believe
Christians must affirm him as a historical individual who was the very first human being. I'm defining
"human" as a creature supernaturally made in the image of God, possessing both a physical body and an
immaterial, immortal soul. I also believe we absolutely must affirm that Adam first existed in a state of
innocence and his first act of rebellion was the original sin, the event we refer to as the Fall. As his
descendants, we have inherited a corrupt nature, another characteristic that unifies us as humanity. In
other words, we are all fallen because we all truly fell in Adam. We die physically because of that original
fall, but we also freely sin ourselves. Thus, the necessity of the blood atonement of Christ to justify us
and save us from eternal separation from God.

Those are the things I stand very firm on, and hold them as non‐negotiable for the Church. There are
other points I strongly lean towards but do not believe are absolute essentials for maintaining Christian
orthodoxy. On these, I believe, there is some theological latitude. For example, I am pretty convinced
that Adam's physical body was a de novo creation, but allowing for genre considerations of Genesis 1
through 2:3, I do think that a biological, evolutionary origin of Adam's body followed by a supernatural
ensoulment event and isolation in a perfect garden is a defensible position. I think it's more difficult to
square that with Scripture and the broader theological project, but I'm not prepared to say it is
absolutely out of the question. I've spent a great deal of time working on formulating a reason why this
is untenable, but I remain unconvinced that it is, so long as we affirm that Adam is the biological
ancestor of all humanity. If we suppose (big IF) that hominid creatures without the imago Dei persisted
for a time after the creation of Adam, we can be sure they had much shorter life spans and died out
completely in the flood. We know from the genealogies that Noah was in direct lineage from Adam, and
that all the nations of humanity came from Noah.

First Tribe
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C. John Collins important to consider Adam and Eve as the first humans, possibly followed by others that
could be considered the "first tribe." "The neo‐Darwinian view of evolution claims that a natural process
has taken us all they way from molecules to mankind, without any special divine actions; no one [at
Covenant Seminary] accepts that. Everyone at Covenant, myself included, insists that Adam came about
by special creation. Evangelicals, including Presbyterians, have wondered how strictly to take the “dust”
of Genesis 2:7, and how long a process of “forming” the first man might be allowable, but we do not
accept any kind of naturalistic (or even theistically naturalistic) view of human origins."
Adam not historical
From “Resurrection and Genesis,” “Sin and death, traced back by Paul to Adam, are a description of
humanity as it empirically is. For this reason the historicity of Adam is unimportant. It is impossible to
draw the parallel conclusion that the historicity of Christ is equally unimportant. The significance of
Christ is that of impingement upon a historical sequence of sin and death. Sin and death (to change the
metaphor) are in possession of the field, and if they are to be driven from it this must be by the arrival of
new forces which turn the scale of the battle, that is, by a new event. As Paul knew, this event had
happened very recently, and its character as historical event raised no doubt or problem in his mind.
This observation is not intended as a defence of the Gospel narratives as historical documents; they are
entirely open to question and must stand their own ground. But so far as the ‘Second Adam’ or
‘Heavenly man’ figure is mythological, the myth has been historicized by Paul, and that not only because
he was aware of Jesus as a historical person, but because a historical person was needed by the
theological argument.”14
But his argument fails because it requires sinfulness and mortality to be the original state of humanity.
D.S. Also fails because God inspired writers to include genealogies, which are pointless if Adam not part
of true history. Genesis means bereshith (in the beginning) in Hebrew, and origin in Greek. It is a book
about the origin of history.

3.2 God made man special
Special creation (Genesis 1:26, 2:7)
Special purpose (Genesis 1:26‐28, 2:15, 2:19)
Special before even born (Jeremiah 1:5)
Watch 180 Movie
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Science confirms life begins at conception, beware of those who want to classify “person” as “an
individual who is capable of attributing to her own existence some (at least) basic value such that being
deprived of this existence represents a loss to her. This means that many non‐human animals and
mentally retarded human individuals are persons, but that all the individuals who are not in the
condition of attributing any value to their own existence are not persons. “ From After Birth Abortion:
Why Should the Baby Live?
Ideas like this can only come from those who reject Scripture, because Scripture is clear that God makes
humans special and very different from animals.
Important for Christian to say person = human
Special in old age (James 1:27)
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4. Genesis and Covenant (The unfolding of God’s relationship
with man through time)
4.1 Introduction to Covenant Theology
What is a Covenant?
An agreement, relationship, more than a promise, oath‐bound promise
Elements of a covenant
Parties – man and woman in marriage
Condition – exclusive commitment to one another until death
Promise or Blessing – wedding vows, sealed with ring, in front of witnesses
Penalty or Curse – material, physical, spiritual
What is covenant theology?
The gospel set forth in the context of God’s eternal plan of communication with His people as it unfolds
in the historical outworking of the redemptive plan of God. Covenant theology is central to the message
of the Scriptures, which testify to God’s redemption of His people in and through the finished work of
Jesus Christ.

4.2 Covenants in Genesis
Genesis 2 – 3
Covenant of life WCF Shorter Catechism, question 12
Parties – God and man
Condition – perfect obedience, Adam not to eat of tree of knowledge of good and evil
Promise or Blessing – Life
Penalty or Curse ‐ death
Covenant of works WCF Chapter 7.2, important to understand unity and diversity is attribute of God.
Otherwise, can’t understand how multiple covenants could be one covenant, just like can’t understand
how one God can also be three.
Parties – God and man, Adam acted as representative for all mankind
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Condition – perfect and personal obedience. Perfect (James 2:10, Deut. 27:26), personal
(Galatians 3:10), heart obedience (Matthew 19)
Promise or Blessing – Life promised to Adam, communion with God, Leviticus 18:5, Romans 2:6‐
7, 7:10; 10:5, Deuteronomy 20:15, Matthew 19:17, Galatians 3:12
Penalty or Curse – death (Genesis 2:16‐17), Adam’s penalty passed to entire human race
(Romans 5:12‐21, which we read in Genesis and Man), notice repetition in these verses, such as one
man, the emphasis on Adam, and significance of his actions.
Salvation is based on the same principle of covenantal headship, where Christ is “one man” who gives
eternal life. Christ is covenantal head of Church. (I Corinthians 15 describes how in Adam all die, but in
Christ all made alive)
Difference in Law and Covenant
Law: revealed will of a sovereign, to which obedience is demanded and a punishment
threatened.
Covenant: gives a person a right, after fulfilling conditions of the covenant, to all privileges
promised.
Breaking Covenant resulted in Adam breaking whole law
Fell into sin, deprived of God’s image (Col. 3:10, Eph. 4:24), conscious of his shame (Genesis 3:7‐
10), conscience was terrified (Genesis 3:8), self‐love, tried to blame it on Eve (Genesis 3:12).
10 Commandments

How Adam broke them

1. Have no other gods

Followed devil instead of God

2. Make no idol

Idolized himself

3. Do not take Lord’s name in vain

Took His name in vain when he did not believe
God

4. Keep the Sabbath holy

He did not keep the rest and estate in which he
was created

5. Honor your father and mother

Dishonored his Father in heaven

6. Do not murder

Killed himself and all his descendents

7. Do not commit adultery

In eyes and mind he committed spiritual
fornication

8. Do not steal

He stole that which God had set aside
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9. Do not bear false witness

He bore false witness against God, when he
believed the devil

10. Do not covet

He wanted what he didn’t need, regardless of
consequences.

Covenant with Noah
Parties – God and Noah
Condition – obedience to God by building an ark (Genesis 6:9‐22), be fruitful and multiply, fill
the earth (Genesis 8:20‐22, 9:1‐17), rainbow is sign of covenant.
Promise or Blessing – God extends grace to Noah and his family(Genesis 6:9‐22), God will not
again destroy all living things (Genesis 8:20‐22, 9:1‐17),
Penalty or Curse ‐ death

Covenant with Abraham
Parties – God and Abraham
Condition – Go where God tells you (Genesis 12:1‐9), obedience to God, including bondage in
Egypt (Gen. 15:4‐6), walk blameless before Me (Gen. 17:1‐14), circumcision is sign of covenant
Promise or Blessing – I will make you a great nation (Genesis 12:1‐9), many descendents,
Canaan, presence of God (Gen 15:4‐6, 17:1‐14)
Penalty or Curse – cut off from God’s people and covenant, death

One Covenant of Grace
How can Covenant of works be gracious? God gave Adam two things he was not previously
obligated to: a right to the promise, upon fulfilling the condition, and a relationship with
Himself.
Asymmetrical Synergism: There is a condition, God provides, and we act. Synergism is a form of
cooperation between divine grace and human liberty. Asymmetrical in God’s grace overpowers
our liberty. Covenant requirement are synergistic, fulfillment of requirements is monergistic (in
Christ alone).
15

Faith: We are required to have faith (John 3:16), but God provides the faith (Ephesians
2:8‐10)
Sanctification: We are required to obey, but God enables us to obey.
Eternal aspect: Covenant of redemption
Parties – God the Father and God the Son
Condition – Son assumes human nature, without sin, perfect obedience to law,
atonement for sin
Promise or Blessing – Father assist Son in work of atonement, give the Son a people,
exalt Son above all others
Penalty of curse – God always fulfills His promises

In Time aspect: Covenant of Grace
Parties – God the Father and Jesus Christ
Condition – Faith in Christ
Promises – Be a God to His people, give repentant a new heart, forgive sins and make
them holy
Penalty – God always fulfills His promises
God transfers us from covenant headship of Adam (covenant of works) to the covenant headship of
Christ (covenant of grace). Christ fulfilled covenant of works by his perfect obedience.
Covenant of redemption is foundation of all redemption. Covenant of Grace unfolds throughout the
Bible.

4.3 Covenantal Continuity
Progressive Revelation – Unity lies in the progressive revelation of the single Covenant of Grace
throughout the Bible and the history of redemption.
Adam – Commencement; God first reveals the promise of His grace in Genesis 3:15
Noah – Preservation; Shows a framework in which creation will be preserved until the
fulfillment of the covenant
Abraham – Promise; shows the community through which the Redeemer will come
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Moses – Law; Shows the regulations and legislation necessary for a redeemed nation
David – Kingdom; Shows God’s rule in His covenant and its full manifestation
Christ – Consummation at His return (Exodus 24:8, Matthew 26:26‐29)
Continuity revealed – Genesis 3:15, Galatians 3:8, I Peter 1:10, Hebrews 4:2, 11:39‐40, Hebrews
13:8 (Jesus same, yesterday, today, forever).

4.4 Covenant and history
Like a flower unfolds from a bud in real time to reveal its glory, God’s covenant of grace is
revealed in real history through Scripture. We would not expect discontinuity in either, but rather
continuity. This is one reason Scripture has such detailed genealogies, to show us how time is so
important, and that it progresses linearly (a Christian innovation), rather than cyclical as Greeks and
others believed.
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5. Genesis and Marriage (Between one man and one woman)
5.1 Male and female
Genesis and Man ‐ Genesis 1:27, In His image, male and female

5.2 First Marriage
Genesis and Covenant ‐ Genesis 2:18‐25
Parties – Man and Woman
Condition – A man shall leave his father and his mother, and shall cleave to his wife: and they
shall be one flesh (Genesis 2:24). Theme of unity and diversity. God makes unity and diversity.
Promises/Blessing – That marriage is good (Genesis 2:18), a helper comparable to Adam (2:18)
Penalty/Curse – Divorce is bad! Loneliness.

5.3 Last Marriage
Genesis and Jesus – Revelation 19:6‐9, Christ, the bridegroom, will be united with His bride, the Church.
See also John 3:29‐30.

5.4 Other topics
Joy surrounds marriage – Uniting of Adam and Eve as one flesh surrounded by very good creation. Last
marriage surrounded by joy and gladness. John the Baptist joyful when he sees Jesus. I hope your own
wedding was surrounded by joy, both prior to, during, and afterwards.
Earthly marriage is one man and one woman
Earthly marriage has no discontinuity – Matthew 19:4‐6. Like God’s covenantal relationship with us has
no gaps or breaks, neither should an earthly marriage. They are analogous to each other. This is a reason
why we can trust Scripture as true history, because it is about God’s covenantal (which means it’s
continuous) relationship with His people.
Adam created with ability to speak – Genesis 2:23. Contrary to evolutionism that would say early man
was a “grunter”
Gay marriage is not real marriage
In our fallen world, deterioration of genetic code is expected. Every woman, every man, normally
receives 23 chromosomes from mother and 23 from father. So you could say all of us are half‐man, half‐
woman, except for one chromosome, and some of the genes on that chromosome (Female XX, Male
XY). So, because of genetic mutations, and because we are so similar anyways, shouldn’t we say
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homosexuality is okay? No. It is clearly a sin, and something we cannot blame on our physical bodies and
genetic mutations. Genesis 19, Romans 1:26‐28,
President Putin recently said President Obama was wrong for supporting gay marriage, and this would
cause problems for America. He is right, but President Putin, who recently divorced his wife, is looking at
speck in American’s eye when he has a plank in his own eye. Both presidents have unbiblical views of
marriage, and both need to repent and show their faith in Christ by their actions.
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6. Genesis and Creation(Unity and Diversity is an attribute of
God)
Reading: 15 reasons to take Genesis as History (81‐107), What about the Big Bang (108‐112)

6.1 Main Point (5 areas by repetition)……Mark Armunrud Powerpoint
1. And God said ... and it was so (8 times).
2. God created, hast done, set, shared, encouraged, blessed (God in conjunction with
the active form of the verb ‐ 25 times).
3. It's good and very good(7 times).
4. Evening and morning, one day, the second day (6 times).
5. After their kind (10).
How do these points compare with evolutionism?
Biblical Principle

Theistic Evolution

Evolutionism Principle

And God said ... and it was so

God said, and it was so,
but idea of what “it” was
different from Bible.

There is no design and Creator
of the universe

Creation and Providence

Creation story just a
poem; Providence
guides evolution

Random mutations plus
natural selection drive
evolution

Creation started out very good,
Joy surrounding first marriage

God used natural
selection to make things
good, original creation
therefore wasn’t good.

Natural selection just makes
stuff, no good or bad involved

Creation in 6 calendar days, no pre‐
history

Billions of years of pre‐
history before man

Billions of years of pre‐history
before man

Offspring produced after their
“kind”; Descent with limited
modification (we are not all clones).

Descent with unlimited
modification (bacteria
turn into people over
time)

Descent with unlimited
modification (bacteria turn
into people over time)

6.2 Fifteen Reasons to take Genesis as history
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1. Christian, a follower of Christ, should follow His example and in regard to the relationship to the
Old Testament.

Jesus trusted Old Testament as God’s word ‐ Jesus perceived the Old Testament Scriptures as the Word
of God is the Word spoken by God or inspired by His Holy Spirit, though written by a human hand ( Mat.
19:4, 5; 22:31, 32, 43 , March. 12:26 ; Bow . 20:37 ), so even the smallest letter or a dash "will not pass
away" ( Mat. 5:18 ; Luke 16:17 ). Jesus quoted as immutable truths of almost all the Old Testament
books, thus confirming the authenticity of the canon known to us. Therefore, can not be considered any
sort was part of the Holy Scriptures flawed on the grounds that it allegedly is the fruit of fabrications
"uneducated savages" ("primitive shepherds", "nomadic Semites," etc.).
Jesus rebukes Sadducees for lack of knowledge of Scripture‐ ( Mat. 22:29 ; March. 12:24 )! Infallibility
and inerrancy of Scripture logically from the representations of Jesus divine inspiration of the sacred
text: Scripture can not have the ultimate authority, if it is not error‐free. Otherwise, we can assume that
words such as "love your enemy", "Do not steal" or "If we confess our sins, He is faithful and righteous
to forgive us our sins and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness" ‐ also a mistake!
Jesus believed stories of Moses and prophets were true ‐ In the Gospel of Luke 16:31 says: "If Moses
and the prophets, do not listen to it, even if someone rises from the dead, they will not believe." And
Jesus asked Nicodemus, "If I told you earthly things, and ye believe not, ‐ how will you believe if I tell you
heavenly things?" ( Jn. 3:12 ). So if you can not trust the Bible in terrestrial matters why should we trust
her heavenly matters (forgiveness, heaven, moral law)?
Faith in the infallibility of Scripture does not mean stubborn literalism (psevdoargument favorite
opponents of Christianity). Defenders of the infallibility of the Bible, and we are among them, used the
classic, orthodox grammatical‐historical hermeneutics, which takes into account techniques such as
metaphor, hyperbole, etc. 5 In other words, we take literally only those elements of the sacred text,
which are clearly designed for literal perception (including chapters of Genesis 1‐11).
2. Jesus clearly believed the facts of the creation of Adam and Eve and the story of the Flood.
Jesus claimed the reality of many people‐ Among these people and events ‐ Adam and Eve ( Mat. l9 :3‐
6 ; March. 10:2‐9 ), Abel ( Luke. 11:51 ), Noah and the Flood ( Mat. 24:37‐39 ; Onions. 17:26‐27 ),
Abraham ( Jn. 8:56‐58 ), the story of Sodom and Gomorrah ( Mat. 10:15, 11:23, 24 ), the story of Jonah
and the great fish ( Matthew. 12:39 ‐ 41 ).
Jesus claimed people around since beginning (eg in March. 10:6 ,Lk. 11:50 ‐ 51 ). Affirmed by Paul in
Romans 1:20
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Jesus believed in Flood Matthew 25:35‐39
3. Genesis ‐ a real historical record.
Grammatical structures for the description of real historical events. These structures are found in 1‐11
chapters of Genesis, as well as in Chapter 12, and further, in the books of Exodus, Joshua, Judges,
etc. These structures ‐ not poetry or allegory.Genesis dotted union reps "and", which is typical for
historical purposes. Verb forms in the first chapter of Genesis is also ideal for the real historical
descriptions: this elapsed time, listing a series of events held in the past. In this case only the first verb
"bara" ("create") is in perfect form, while the rest ‐ imperfect. 9 , 10 parallelism, this is a typical feature of
Hebrew poetry (see many psalms) Genesis almost missing ‐ or rather, is found only in quotations from
someone's speech.
Similar to Numbers 7 Both texts ‐ structured narrative, both contain the Hebrew word "  יוםyom
"meaning" day "with an ordinal number, more precisely, in both refers to the sequence of days, and
again repeatedly found grammatical structure with multiple repetition of the word" and. " In the
seventh chapter Number each of the twelve tribes of sacrifices on a particular day:
4. Hermeneutical principle that Scripture interprets Scripture. Throughout the rest of the Old
Testament Genesis is perceived as a real story.
Creation Days in Genesis 1, compare to Exodus 20:11 ‐ Exodus 20:11 sums up the week of Creation and
eliminates the possibility of any interpretation, suggesting a different time scale (the hypothesis of
"frame of reference", the idea of "day‐age", "theory of space," etc.), as the basis for modern weeks with
her seven days, one of which is designed to rest:
Generations of Adam in Genesis summarized in 1st Chronicles and many other Old Testament texts also
confirm the authenticity of the events of Genesis ‐ the real historical events that took place in time and
space.
5. Hermeneutical principle that Scripture interprets Scripture. In the New Testament, Genesis 1‐11 is
perceived as a real story.
The New Testament references to Genesis 1‐11 contains more than a hundred quotations and direct
references to Genesis. 1‐11, and none of these references does not give reason to believe that Genesis is
not a chronicle of real history. Genealogy of Jesus ( Luke. 3 ); Hebrews 11 lists the heroes of faith;
.During the Second Letter of Peter 3 we are talking about the Creation and the Flood, and eating Greek
word meaning not commonplace flooding, namely global cataclysm in the era of Genesis (cf. Lk. 6:48 ).
The apostle Paul quotes God's command to Adam and Eve, as well as the fact that Eve was deceived by
the serpent and Adam sinned, and prints of all this teaching about the roles of men and women in the
church ( 1 Tim. 2:13‐14 ). If the first humans evolved from apes, that this doctrine has no meaning,
because it turns out that the man was not created before woman.
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6. Belief in the historicity of Genesis is consistent with other historical facts of divine acts of creation.
Genesis says that God created through His Word. As stated in Psalm 32:9 , "He said ‐ and it was done; He
commanded ‐ and was." Naturally assume that the best of God's Creation can tell God Himself. Genesis ‐
His Word ‐ states that Creation occurred quickly. This is consistent with other biblical stories about acts
of instant divine creation. For comparison, take a dialogue with the Lord Jesus Christ faithful centurion in
the Gospel of Matthew 8:5‐13 . The centurion knew that if even his own orders are executed
immediately and unconditionally, what can we say about the commandments of the Lord! That's what
happens in the days of creation described in Genesis:
Command:


"And God said, Let there be ..."



Fulfillment: "And it was so."



Mark: "And God saw that it was good."



Completion of the day: "And there was evening and there was morning, day X».

Thus, God's commands were performed and evaluated for each of the 24‐hour days. Attempts to close
his eyes to clear the historical and timeframe of Genesis lead to a communication failure
7. Being without chronicles not explain suffering and death.
The Bible clearly teaches that people are dying as a result of the Fall ( Rome. 5:12‐19 ; 1 Cor. 15:21‐
22 ). In the Epistle to the Corinthians, even compared death "first Adam" with the resurrection of the
dead, "the last Adam" ‐ Jesus. How can I defend the idea of the goodness of God (theodicy) using any of
the models of compromise, including the belief in these millions of years?
First humans and animals were vegetarians From Genesis 1 makes it clear that the original animals and
people were vegetarians (verses 29‐30). We find it hard to imagine such a world, but it is perfectly
consistent, for example, with pictures coming paradise in the Book of the Prophet Isaiah 11:6‐
9 ;65:25 . Animals that cry out in pain when their throat dig fangs predators ‐ all this is hard to reconcile
with the idea of the future (at least partially) the revival of God's creation, deliverance from the curse
( Genesis. 3 ) and suffering. Impossible to imagine that millions of years of suffering and death, God said
"very good"!
All of creation in bondage to decay In the Epistle to the Romans 8:18‐25 . says that the whole creation,
and not just the people, is in "bondage to decay" and "groaning in travail together," expectations of
redemption. earth will produce only "thorns and thistles" ( Gen. 3:18 ). These "thorns and thistles"
preserved in the fossil record, and their age is dated as about 300 million years before the appearance
of man. If this is true, then the Bible is misleading!
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8. Genesis ‐ the foundation of the gospel.
Historical reality of Adam at heart of Gospel message From Romans 5:12‐17 and First Corinthians 15:20‐
22, 45‐49 that the value of the death and resurrection of Jesus based on the reality of Genesis
chronicles. Adam, a real man sinned and thereby brought in a "very good" God's peace physical death
("and dust shalt thou return"Genesis. 3:19 ) and destruction. Similarly another real man ‐ the God‐man
descended from heaven, the Head of the whole human race ‐ came to fix the deed first person. One
man brought death to all his descendants; another perfect man brought life to all who believe in Him.
The idea of the historical reality of Adam as the ancestor of the Messiah and all of us lies in the heart of
the Gospel message.
9. Historicity of Genesis ‐ a necessary condition for solid and consistent biblical Christian worldview.
Eschatology ‐ The department of theological science concerned with ‘the four last
things: death, judgment, heaven and hell. The Bible tells us that in the future the universe will be
cleansed by fire, and there will be new heavens and a new earth ( 2 Pet. 3:10‐13 ).But why? If God
created the world in the same way we see it now (from which come all kinds of default theories
attempting to reconcile the Bible with "scientific" historical materialism and his "long ages"), then why
should He cleanse the world on fire? What's the point? However, the meaning immediately clear if we
take Genesis 3 as the real story (to reflect in Rome. 8 , etc.).
In other words, the idea of "aeons" negates the biblical eschatology. Moreover, the denial of the
historicity of the Flood also undermines eschatology. Jesus himself spoke of the Flood ( Luke. 17:26‐
27 ). If you do not believe that God judged the world with water, then why believe that He will judge it
on fire? Interestingly prophecy of the Apostle Peter that in the last days will be an "scoffers" who do not
believe in the second coming of Jesus. They will say that everything remains the same as it was at the
beginning of creation. The Apostle Peter says, "willingly are ignorant of…… ( 2 Pet. 3:3‐6 ). This is a very
accurate reflection of materialistic thinking inherent scientific and wider circles these days, and the
consequences of such thinking. Next (v. 7) connects the apostle (worldwide) with the coming flood (also
worldwide) cleansing fire: Note that in the Bible, Creation and the Flood are perceived as obvious and
well‐known facts, anyone who does not believe in them, deserve God's punishment for willful
ignorance, for what refuses to see the obvious ( Rome. 1:18‐32 ; 2 Pet . 3:3‐7 ). If the origin of the world,
explains the "evolution", and all the works of God invisible, if modern historical geology there is no
evidence the reality of the Flood, why God should punish the unbelievers?
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10. Disbelief in the historicity of the Bible Genesis tears from the real world, turning Christianity into
something distant and alien.
False view: Science and Christianity in conflict. In one study, children were asked to answer whom they
believe: Sunday school teacher or an elementary school teacher. 80% chose an elementary school
teacher. Say Bible really teach as fairy tales, divorced from the real world. No, of course, they have a
moral ‐ for example, as in Aesop's fables ‐ but the events that are described clearly did not happen in
space and time.This phenomenon has been called "the distinction between fact and value," Christian
faith to the field of "values", that is a purely personal opinion, not related to reality.
True view: Science and Christianity in harmony In fact, Christianity ‐ a system of absolute truth (that's
right ‐ "Absolute Truth" ‐ named his book about these matters Nancy Piercy (Nancy Pearcey)). Genesis
1:26‐28 is command to us to do science. Christianity makes objective statements about the world,
including about world history and an absolute good and evil. For example, the bodily resurrection of
Christ ‐ an integral part of the Christian faith (1 Cor. 15:12‐19), but also a fact of history. History
resurrection includes withstood various checks assertion that on the third day the tomb of Jesus was
empty. Here is where there is a collision with science: Christianity clearly demonstrates that God is
greater than the so‐called "laws of nature", The Christian faith is based on the true testimonies of those
who "saw and heard" things really going on (1 Jn. 1:3). It's not a blind irrational faith (Hebrews 11). It is
foolishness to unbeliever (1 Cor 1:18) But they rebel against God and then say even more foolish things
like “nothing made something” This is why we don’t answer fool according to his folly of disbelief and
demand for evidence. We get them to argue using logical fallacy claims.
11. The Church Fathers believed in "young earth" and Deluge.
There are two reasons for considering the history of interpretation of Genesis:
1. General considerations: if the idea of long ages has always been popular, so it is possible to find
confirmation in the Bible. If it became popular only in conjunction with the relevant "scientific"
theories, the most likely interpretation of such motivated attempts to reconcile the Bible with
"science."
2. Especially for those who defend the idea of "aeons" in the church when they are accused of is
that they follow the "science", not the biblical text, they argue that throughout the history of
Bible commentators do not exclude the possibility of "epochs of creation . "Consequently, it is
important to consider how this objection is justified.
Basil the Great (327‐379 AD) In his "Discourses on the Six Days' sermons on the six days of creation,
argued that the days of creation ‐ these are the days in the direct sense of the word, the most ordinary
days, that the commandments of God from the land immediately covered with bushes and trees, and
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rivers filled with fish (see paragraph 6 above) that the animals initially did not eat each other (see
paragraph 7 above), that the sun was created later than the Earth, etc. Basil objected to evolutionary
ideas , saying that people could not have come from animals.
Eastern Orthodox Church‐ traditionally considers the week of Creation week as real, but parallel to that
often sees in it an allegory of seven thousand years of earth's history ‐ that many years must elapse
before the alleged end of the world. But exactly Orthodox Church has never considered the days of
creation long ages!Late Seraphim Rose, an Orthodox priest, meticulously collected sayings of the Church
Fathers, showing that they perceived the Book of Genesis as well as modern creationists.
"He [Rose] were the main sources of the early church fathers, wrote commentaries on Genesis: John
Chrysostom (344‐407), Ephraim the Syrian (306‐372), Basil the Great (329‐379), and Ambrose of Milan
(339‐397). However, he enjoyed the works of the Church Fathers and other IV century and later
centuries, those who have written about various aspects of Genesis 1‐11. " 34
Rose showed that the church fathers were unanimous in their views on the week of Creation, the Fall
and the Flood. They also believed in the immediacy of God's acts of creation and believed that the world
before the fall fundamentally and radically different from what it became later.
Augustine and Origen ‐ the idea of "aeons" refers to Augustine and Origen. These two, as
representatives of the school of Alexandria, were allegorizing various episodes of Scripture. However,
their allegory days of creation does not follow from the biblical text, and inspired by the later influences
‐ in particular their commitment to neo‐Platonic philosophy (of which they have been "taken out" that
God would not embarrass yourself time limits, etc.). But, unlike those who are trying to prop up their
own ideas "eons" allegories Augustine and Origen, the latter two claimed that God created everything
instantly(less than 6 days). And they clearly were in favor of biblical time scale (several thousand years)
and the Flood. 7
12. Reformation fathers believed chronicle the true story of Genesis.
John Calvin (1509‐1564) said “God himself took the space of 6 days, for the purpose of accommodating
His works to the capacity of men…."Next: "misguided those who believe that the world was created in a
jiffy [Calvin here almost certainly alludes to Augustine and Origen]. Believed earth thousands of years
old.
Martin Luther (1483‐1546) spoke out on these issues more clearly, openly insisting on the historical
reliability of Genesis. He also refuted allegations of skeptics alleged discrepancies between the first and
second chapters of Genesis. He believed Moses employed use of word day in a literal sense, not
allegorically or figuratively.
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13. Historical materialism (in cosmology, geology, biology) ‐ is an article of faith for an
atheist. Therefore, every enlightened Christian should understand how this is stupid ‐ to deny the
historicity of Genesis, to accommodate their faith to the materialistic "science."
"Humanist Manifesto" emphasizes the idea of "uncontrollable evolution", although from a practical
point of view it is pure tautology(needless repetition of an idea), because evolution is not controllable by
definition (nature creates nature). For the same reason, "theistic evolution" ‐ an oxymoron (unmanaged
process governed by God!). And, as shown in paragraph 7 above, the biblical God for anything I would
not use the senseless and bloody process of evolution for millions of years in length for the creation of
the world, which would be "very good."
Review Christianity and Naturalism

Michael Ruse (Canadian philosopher of science and an ardent anti‐creationists, wrote:
"" Proponents of the theory of evolution promote its not just a science, but as an ideology, as a secular
religion as a full‐fledged alternative to Christianity, with its doctrine and its morality. "
14. Disbelief in the historical authenticity of Genesis leads to heresy and apostasy.
Princeton Seminary: great (in all other respects) Presbyterian theologian Charles Hodge (Charles Hodge)
acknowledged that the idea of long periods in Earth's history at odds with the narrative of Moses in
Genesis, but he bows to the authority of "science" and because it fits their understanding of the
Bible. Therefore, while Hodge and opposed Darwinism as clearly atheistic teachings on him Darwinism
clearly affected. His son and successor, EE Hodge (AA Hodge), believe in millions of years of earth history
and cherished the idea of theistic evolution. Another of his followers, BB Warfield (BB Warfield),
primarily known for its conservatism, took the next step in the "adaptation" of Scripture to the "science"
‐ called himself a Darwinist. The next generation not only took for granted the Darwinian theory with its
millions of years, but also openly questioned the authority of the Bible. Conservatives like J. Gresham
Machen (J. Gresham Machen), broke away and founded in 1929, Westminster Theological
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Seminary. Princeton has ceased to be a defender of truth and infallibility of the Bible. In 21st Century, the
university that Princeton Seminary was originally affiliated with (Princeton University), has professors
like Peter Singer, who want to replace the biblical idea of sanctity of human life (Image of God) with
quality of life. But who defines quality? Singer’s ideas about this, and “animal equality” have roots in
evolutionary thinking. If we are evolved apes, then our suffering no different from theirs. “Charles
Darwin once conjectured that "animals, our fellow brethren in pain, disease, suffering and famine ...
may partake of our origin in one common ancestor — we may all be melted together." Singer takes
Darwin's "conjecture" and turns it into a conviction. Thus he adds to his coterie of adherents, Darwinists
and assorted evolutionists.” While we rightfully kill an animal that is unnecessarily suffering, or might
suffer, we do not do same for human. Bibilcial view of humans is to consider both quality and sanctity of
life. Reject Bible, then sanctity rejected, too. Connect back to Genesis and Man and idea of after‐birth
abortion. Combined with Darwinism here is Descartes and “I think therefore I am.” If no ability to think,
then no quality of life according to Singer and like‐minded individuals. Do we trust God that people are
special, or not? What will BTS look like in 100 years? G. K. Chesterton “Humans are a revolution, not an
evolution.” http://www.catholiceducation.org/articles/medical_ethics/me0049.html
15. There is only one reason not to take the annals of Genesis literally fallen humanity fallible and
cover the viciousness of their reasoning considerations "science."
Francis Bacon (1561‐1626)‐ Protestant, considered founder of scientific method, biblical creationist. He
set good example. He wrote Advancement of Learning, and one of big ideas in book is based off of
Matthew 22:29 (you are in error, not knowing Scripture or power of God). He saw no conflict with
science and religion (Christianity). He saw them proceeding from the same Author. He also saw
important hierarchy in how we study. We study first Scripture, then nature. He saw God’s word as
authoritative over our science. Many in church have reversed this, and trust secular interpretations of
history over man’s. Important to understand the battle is not over scientifically testable things, but over
how to interpret history, and what presuppositions we use in our interpretive framework.

6.3 Origins of Universe
Starlight and light years – 1 light year = 9.5 trillion kilometers, some stars are more than 6,000 light years
away. Andromeda Galaxy, for example, is 2.5 million light years away, which means light would take 2.5
million years to get to Earth. So, what do we assume? Do we assume present is key to past, and since we
can see Andromeda Galaxy on a clear night, it must mean 2.5 million years have elapsed? Or do we
assume God, when he said “let there be light” (Genesis 1:3), that He created all the photons and put
them all in place, so that we could see the heavens? This seems to be confirmed in Psalm 104:2. Do we
assume earth is special, as clearly portrayed in Genesis 1:1 and elsewhere? Or do we look to tested ideas
of time dilation and relativity that help us consider the present is not the key to the past, and that if
there was a rapid expansion of universe in the past, billions of years in universe could have elapsed in a
day here on earth?
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Cosmology models ‐ is based on many untested assumptions, many of them unbiblical. Universe is
huge! No good reason to trust any of these models 100%. Hold Scripture tightly, and hold models
loosely (Russ Humphreys).
Assumption

Big Bang

Cosmic
Fractals (Yurij
Baryshev and
Pekka
Teerikarpi,
2002)

White Hole
(Russ
Humphreys,
1994)

Starlight,
Time, and New
Physics (John
Hartnett,
2007)

Other

Universe One,
Many, or
Both?

One
(singularity)

Many (fractals)

One and Many

One and many
(earth at
center of
concentric
shells of
galaxies)

One and Many

Is Earth
Special?

No, universe is
homogeneous

Possibly
(everything is
special)

Yes

Yes

Yes

Is Universe
bounded?

No, expanding
like a balloon,
which
contradicts
Psalm 104:2

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Is relativity and
time dilation
emphasized?

No

No

Speed of light
controls time

Yes, rapid
expansion in
past (

No, but
doesn’t negate
an initial
“stretching”
(Psalm 104:2)

http://creation.com/what‐about‐the‐big‐bang‐russian
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7. Genesis and Science (God commands us to know His
creation)
Reading Assignment: Science and biblical presuppositions (113‐117)

7.1 Review of Scientific Method 5 parts, do an experiment
Scientific research versus Natural History research – Cookie analogy
Not a Science Textbook
Christians not anti‐science
Francis Bacon and Matthew 22:29
Scientific research versus futurology claims
Good scientific conclusions make verifiable predictions (Mendelev and periodic table)
Futurology claims make untested claims, or claims not readily verifiable (Trophim Lysenko,
should have said offspring MIGHT respond favorably to environmental change, but said offspring WILL
respond favorably to environmental change, so you can grow oranges farther and farther north, all the
way to Arctic Circle. This and many other experiments failed miserably under Lysenkoism). These are
often the extrapolation of an idea that works in one instance (like CO2 is a greenhouse gas), and applied
to something that is not readily verifiable or has been proven false, yet promoted anyways (CO2 fossil
fuel emissions will lead to catastrophic global warming).

7.2 Bible confirms many scientific conclusions
Earth is spherical (Isaiah 40:22, Luke 17:31‐36)
Earth suspended in space (Job 26:7)
Air can be weighed (Job 28:25)
Ocean floor contains springs and mountaing (Job 38:16, Jonah 2:5‐6)
Ocean currents exist – (Psalm 8:8 and Matthew Maury, Father of Oceanography)
Star numbers like sand grains (Jeremiah 33:22)

7.3 Presuppositions for doing science have biblical foundations, often in Genesis
Indeed, the development of science is due to important presuppositions, which in non‐Christian
cultures, they did not have. It should be no surprise that science advanced along with Reformation.
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1. There is such a thing as objective truth . Jesus said, "I am the way and the truth and the life: no
man comes to the Father except through me" ( Jn. 14:6 ). However, post‐modernism, for
example, denies the existence of objective truth. One example of this ‐ this statement: "What is
true for you, for me ‐ no." Perhaps proponents of this view would be worth to jump off a cliff to
check whether the law to them due to gravity! Another postmodern statement ‐ "truth does not
exist", therefore, the statement itself is also not true? Or another ‐ "it is impossible to know the
truth" ‐ excuse me, but how did you know it?
2. The universe is real , because God created the heavens and the earth ( Genesis. 1 ). This would
seem obvious, but many Eastern philosophies say that everything in the world ‐ an illusion (and
possibly their teachings too?).
3. The universe is ordered , because God ‐ a God of order, not chaos ( 1 Cor. 14:33 ). But what kind
of order can be discussed if we live in a world in which there is no Creator, or in a world ruled by
Zeus and the other inhabitants of Olympus? If the right of Eastern religions, which stipulate that
the universe ‐ it's a great idea, it may at any time to change direction.
4. Since God is sovereign, He was free to create as He pleased
For us, the only way to understand the structure of His creation ‐ to exploreand experiment ,
rather than relying on human philosophy, as did the ancient Greeks.At one time it showed
Galileo Galilei (1564‐1642). From the experiment , he proved that, if we ignore air resistance, the
body of different weights fall at the same speed, and thus denied the ancient Greek philosophers
who believed that the heavier the body, the faster it falls. And with the help
of observations Galileo established that the sun has spots, and proved the fallacy of ancient
Greek ideas of "perfection" of the heavenly bodies. Another example ‐ Johannes Kepler (1571‐
1630), who discovered that the planets revolve around the sun in an ellipse. Greek philosophers
believed that the planets revolve in a circle, because the circle "perfect" shape, but because it is
not confirmed by observations, But when it comes to origins as opposed to today’s processes,
God has revealed that He created about 6,000 years ago over six normal‐length days, and judged
the earth with a globe‐covering flood about 4,500 years ago. It’s thus no accident that Kepler
calculated a Creation date of 3992BC, and Isaac Newton (1643–1727), probably the greatest
scientist of all time, also strongly defended biblical chronology.
5. People can and should study the world over which God made him to have dominion ( Gen. 1:28 )
Creation itself is not divine (pantheism, and really naturalism, too). Therefore, we need not
sacrifice to the devil, to cut down the tree, and do not need to placate the spirits of water if
necessary to measure the temperature of boiling water. Instead, on the advice and example of
Johannes Kepler, we should try to "follow the thought of God."
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6. Man can initiate thoughts and actions; they are not merely the results of deterministic laws of
brain chemistry. This is a deduction from the biblical teaching that man has both a material and
immaterial aspect (e.g. Genesis 35:18, 1 Kings 17:21–22, Matthew 10:28). This immaterial
aspect of man means that he is more than matter, so his thoughts are likewise not bound by the
makeup of his brain.The immaterial aspect of man means that he is more than matter, so his
thoughts are likewise not bound by the makeup of his brain.But if materialism were true, then
“thought” is just an epiphenomenon of the brain, and the results of the laws of chemistry.
Thus, given their own presuppositions, materialists have not freely arrived at their conclusion
that materialism is true, because their conclusion was predetermined by brain chemistry. But
then, why should their brain chemistry be trusted over mine, since both obey the same infallible
laws of chemistry? So in reality, if materialists were right, then they can’t even help what they
believe (including their belief in materialism!). Yet they often call themselves “freethinkers”,
overlooking the glaring irony.
7.

Man has the ability to think logically and rationally, and the logic of objective. This conclusion
follows from the fact that man is created in God's image ( Genesis. 1:26‐27 ), and also from the
fact that the second Person of the Trinity, Jesus is the Logos ( Jn. 1:1‐3 ).Because of original sin,
and subsequent sinful disobedience to the Creator's ability to think logically has
deteriorated, but has not disappeared . (Because of the fall in our thinking has flaws, sometimes
even logically correct arguments are based on false premises. Therefore unwise to exalt human
reasoning, placing them above divine revelation manifested to us in the Scriptures.) But if the
theory of evolution were true, natural selection would ensure only the survival advantages , not
rationality.

8. Research results must be reported honestly , because perjury is forbidden by God ( Exodus. 20:16
and bearing false witness ). If evolution is true ‐ why not lie?Therefore it is not surprising that the
problem of fraud in science gaining ground. Also, honest results require mathematical precision,
because the Lord abhors dishonest weights and measures (Proverbs 20:10).It is important to
understand that the matter is not that atheists can not be moral people, and thatwithin this
ideological system of morality has no objective basis . Atheist‐led science will destroy real
science, as shown by Lysenko, and current “consensus science” regarding evolution and climate
change. Note that neither of these is really about scientific things.
http://creation.com/science‐biblical‐presuppositions‐russian
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8. Genesis and Evolutionism (God designed life to adapt, not
evolve)
Reading assignment: Chapter 3 of Exchange of Truth (118‐122)

8.1 DNA
Stores biological information in a double‐helix molecule. Nucleotide base pairs connect like steps on a
ladder. Each three base pairs codes for a particular amino acid.

8.2 Gene
A segment of DNA containing the information for a heritable trait, passed on from parent to offspring.
Important advances in 21st century show that a gene is often more than just a “segment” and that
multiple segments may unite to form a gene product. Likewise one gene may code for thousands of
different proteins. Some genes may be read forwards and backwards, producing different proteins for
each. That would be like being able to read a paragraph forwards and backwards, and produce two
separate, coherent stories!

8.3 Genetics
Study of heredity, mainly as it relates to genes and the traits they produce.

8.4 Epigenetics
The study of chemical factors involved in gene expression, that produce both differences in cell types
within an organism (somatic epigenetics), as well as heritable changes not caused by DNA mutations
(germline epigenetics).

8.5 Mendel, Lysenko, and Soviet Biology
What Darwin got right (descent with modification occurs)
What Darwin got wrong (this caused bacteria to turn into people)
What Lysenko got right (environment matters, epigenetics basically, environmental changes can direct
offspring in new direction; the “Soviet Man” will form in right environment. Rejection of Mendel’s ideas
meant possible to mix different organisms to get preferred types, even apes with humans to create
super‐warrior. In 1925, Ilya Ivanovich Ivanov was given $10,000 US, a substantial sum at that time, to
cross chimpanzee with human. His experiments were unsuccessful and he was later exiled to
Kazakhstan)
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What Lysenko got wrong (environment is ONLY thing that matters, and DNA doesn’t matter at all. He did
not know what DNA was, knew what chromosomes were and were considered basis of Mendelian
inheritance, which Lysenko rejected)
What Lysenko got both right and wrong‐ Correct to disagree with Malthus on his population model,
which was based on fake model that human population growth will always outpace food production,
resulting in wars and famines. Lysenko disagreed, not because the data was fake, but because he was
Marxist – and in Marxism classes always cooperate. Darwin applied Malthus idea of struggles within
human populations to “survival of fittest,” which does happen, but rarely. Think about a lion hunting,
what does it attack, the least genetically fit? No, it attacks the baby animals that are easier to catch. Or
think about a spawning salmon. A trout eats some of its eggs. Does the trout choose only the least
genetically fit eggs? Impossible. The big problem here is that since these ideas have some examples in
the real world (struggle between rich and poor, bacteria developing antibiotic resistance), the users took
that to mean they ALWAYS apply. They turned the evidence for their idea into universal proof. Darwin to
Malthus and survival of fittest, and Lysenko to Marxism and no struggle within a class.

Neo‐Darwinian synthesis (mutation‐selection)
20th Century – As more was discovered about DNA, the idea became popular that genetic
mutations were the engine that drives evolution. Genes mutate randomly, and if they produce a trait
that was advantageous, then the organisms with that gene became more dominant. Major problem is
that this is an idea. Plus, as we mentioned earlier, natural selection doesn’t always work. Plus, most
genetic mutations are overwhelmingly neutral or harmful. There is evidence to support idea of
mutation‐selection. Genetic similarities between chimps and humans are obvious, but if mutation‐
selection occurred gradually over millions of years, then it would make sense that there were also some
obvious genetic differences between the two. This is what we find. So evolutionist uses this as evidence
for common ancestry, and creationist uses it as evidence for common Designer. But ultimately it doesn’t
help either side, because this is ultimately a battle over history, which means logical arguments should
outweight evidence‐based ones. Logically, it makes more sense that two similar designs would have
some parts in common. It doesn’t make sense that one design would just pop into existence randomly
from an original design. Like an ox cart turning into a pickup truck, given enough time.
Darwin was correct to say in the 19th century that descent with modification occurs. What resulted
though in the 20th Century were two fake mechanisms of inheritance, that had to be supported by
consensus and political correctness, rather than actual data. One was the Neo‐Darwinian synthesis and
its unrealistic focus on Mendelian inheritance. The other was Lysenkoism, and it’s rejection of
Mendelian inheritance in favor of an unrealistic focus on epigenetic mechanisms.
21st Century‐ Strict Lysenkoism collapsed well before the Soviet Union, and “consensus” now
favors Neo‐Darwinism. In typical political correct style, those who disagree with the consensus view are
looked upon with disdain and labeled “anti‐science.” The result? Most people are unaware of the
advances in biological research. Most people still think mutation‐selection magically creates new genes,
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which give rise to new kinds of organisms. What they don’t realize is that now scientists know of
multiple mechanisms of inheritance, and no longer believe DNA mutations alone cause changes in
offspring. Remember, Lysenkoism was wrong because it overemphasized epigenetics, not because
epigenetics itself was completely wrong. Scientists in 21st century have learned a great deal about
epigenetics, and how it causes certain genes to turn on and off in certain times and places, and how
environmental factors like diet, exercise, and climate can produce heritable changes, which may also be
reversed in future generations. Another mechanism is lateral gene transfer, where a virus or other
outside factor might insert a gene into an organism. Because of all the new “competitors” to mutation‐
selection, coupled with the lack of control by media due to Internet, more people are finding out about
the fallacy of Darwinism.

8.6 Social Darwinism
Hitler and eugenics
Nature over nurture – Eugenics programs in Germany, America and elsewhere sought to create
a genetically pure stock of people. Their strict adherence to Mendelian inheritance made them think
that they could create a pure people through genocide. Of course, a person’s genes are not the
fundamental problem, sin is the fundamental problem.
Social Darwinism in the Soviet Union
Nurture over nature – Rejection of Mendelian genetics, nurture over nature, because Russia was
the mother. Again though, the cause of problems is not ultimately nurture or nature, but sin.
You can have the best genes and the best environment for life, but that doesn’t matter if you do
not repent and turn to Jesus Christ
Lenin: “Darwin put an end to the belief that animals and plants were created by God” paved the
way for materialist views to dominate and Lysenkoism to have its day. Note that at the time,
DNA was not yet discovered. It was an era where it was easy to confuse and deceive people.
Genetics was not consistent with the plastic view of human nature insisted upon by Marxist‐
Leninist dogma. Lysenkoism was “politically correct” (a term invented by Lenin) because it was
consistent with certain broader Marxist doctrines. Marxists wanted to believe that heredity had
a limited role even among humans, and that human characteristics changed by living under
socialism would be inherited by subsequent generations of humans. Thus would be created the
selfless new Soviet man.
Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn relates the story (I believe this took place in the 1930s) of a district party
conference. At the conclusion of a "tribute to Comrade Stalin" enthusiastic applause was called
for. But everyone was afraid to be the first to stop. The applause droned on insufferably. As
palms grew sore, tired, and sweaty, everyone kept looking at everyone else ‐‐ who would be the
first to stop? Even the secretary of the District Party Committee who had called for the ovation
feared to take the lead. Finally, after more than ten minutes of this nonsense, a director of a
paper factory dared to stop and sit down.
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"The squirrel," Solzhenitsyn writes, "had been smart enough to jump off his revolving wheel. That,
however, was how they discovered who the independent people were. And that was how they went
about eliminating them." The factory director was arrested. Solzhenitsyn concludes, "Now that's what
Darwin's natural selection is. And that's also how to grind people down with stupidity." Social Darwinism
can take many forms, all insidious, all destructive of the human condition.

8.7 Bad ideas from Lysenkoism
That you by breeding oranges farther and farther North, you could eventually grow them in
Arctic Circle. Many Americans also lost money based on this idea.
That you could improve crop production by planting seeds closer and closer together (According
to Marxism, those of same class always cooperate). Part of cause of famine in China that killed
estimated 30 million people.

8.8 Adaptation, a biblical view of inheritance, supported by science.
Creation with limited change. Show example of evolutionism as one common tree. Show creationism as
bushes.Organisms designed to adapt, within limits. Croatian lizard is good example. Different skin colors
in humans. Fact that grizzly and polar bears hybridize. Baramins (Genesis 1, I Cor. 15)
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9. Genesis and Biological Information (Information requires a
Sender and receiver)
Reading assignment: Review Chapter 3 of Exchange of Truth (118‐122), The Slow, Painful Death of Junk
DNA (123‐126)

9.1 What is information?
Sender (source of information), Processor (storage and/or transmission), Recipient (receiver of
information) Give example of information corrupted by the Fall. Important to realize all information
requires sender, processor, receiver. God is original Sender. Example is I send, translator translates,
student receives. If original message has an error, or translator makes a mistake, then receiver may not
understand. Same thing happens in biological system.

9.2 In the Beginning was Information
Parable of sower – Luke 8:4‐15, seed is the Word of God. Seed does have information!

9.3 Where is information stored?
Genome (DNA), but also epigenome, 3‐D chromosomal arrangement, cell membrane

9.4 Four‐dimensional genome
Genome – DNA contained in a haploid (half) number of chromosomes for a diploid species. Humans
have about 30,000 genes in genome, and about 3.2 billion base pairs.
1st dimension – DNA
2nd dimension – epigenome, and all its factors that result in switching genes on and off
3rd dimension – arrangement of chromosomes in a particular cell, and the resultant biochemical network
4th dimension – time, changes in chromosomal shape, epigenetic switches, etc., with time.

9.5 Creationists’ genetics predictions – Dr. Kevin Anderson, editor of Creation Research
Society Quarterly
1. All humans will have a single ancestral set of parents.
a) Mitochondrial DNA provides strong documentation that all contemporary humans have descended
from a single woman, who lived about 6‐8000 years ago. mtDNA also gives some hints at the dispersion
of Noah’s 3 daughter‐in‐law’s lineages.
b) Y chromosome data gives some indication that all contemporary humans have descended from a
single man, although the time frame of this lineage is harder to tag.
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c) D.S. Using geneaology instead of genetics, researchers calculated that the entire present human
population lies within the timeframe of Noah’s flood (Rohde, Olsen, Chang, 2004, Nature, vol 431, p.
562‐566, they say identical ancestor’s point from 2,000 to 5,000 years ago. Flood would be about 4500,
so their results are well within that range)

2. Mutations are genetically degenerative.
a) No information creation observed ‐ while some mutations do provide a selectively advantageous
phenotype, I am still waiting for just one example of a mutation that is not genetically degenerative.
And, even if that one example were found, it would be one against the myriad of degenerative
mutations.
3. Most of the human genome is fully functional, and not filled with residual junk. And portions that
no longer are functional will be small sections, which have arisen as a consequence of accumulated
mutations over the last few thousand years (see point #2 above).
a) No room for junk research in the past 10 years has revealed some of the enormous intricacy of the
genome, with features not even interweaved and non‐linear than anticipated just a few years ago. As
such, there is simply no room for “junk.”
b) codes within codes are now being found in the genome; indicating the ‘language’ of DNA is more
sophisticated than Darwinism has been assuming, and that there is no room for “junk.”
c) the entire field of epigenetics is contrary to the idea of enormous amounts of :junk” in the genome.
4. The genome is degenerating because of accumulating mutations (i.e., just the opposite of
evolution predictions)
a) the human genome acquires 60 or more new mutations every generation. Haldane illustrated that
unless there is a process to ‘dump’ these mutations with passing generations, eventually they will lead
to error catastrophe in the population. This is known as Haldane’s Dilemma – and while generally
ignored by evolutionists, is alive and well as a prediction of genetic disaster.
5. The human genome is young.
a) most mutations in the human genome are recent, within the last 5 – 10,000 years.
b) see #4 above.
6. Diverse organisms may have similar genes for similar functions, plus unique genes possessed only
by their kind.
a) ORFan genes make‐up 10 ‐ 30% of each organism’s genome.

7. Lack of genetic evidence for common descent (since creation states that “kinds” were specifically
created, not evolved from common ancestors with all other organisms).
a) Craig Venture (biotech specialist and head of the private sector’s contribution to the human genome
project) has publically challenged the Darwinian notion of common ancestry‐ saying the genomics of
different organisms (esp in the microbial world) is too diverse to be a result of common ancestry.
b) see # 6
8. While not a specific prediction, per se, the creation model would not predict that there would only
be a 1‐2% difference in the human and chimp genomes and epigenomes.
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a)Big genetic differences, with an ever‐expanding level of evidence is showing there is at least a 6%
difference, and more likely a 10 – 20% difference in the two genomes.
b) Big epigenetic differences between chimps and humans, especially as related to brain methylation
patterns. The methylation patterns seem to be fine‐tuned and highly species specific. In fact, abnormal
human brain gene methylation patterns are associated with a wide variety of severe human neurological
diseases
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10. Genesis and The Flood (We are ancestors of the 8 who
survived a global cataclysm)
Reading assignment – Genesis 6‐9

10.1 The Flood as real history
Timing of Flood Genesis 7:11, down to the day! 600th year of Noah’s life, 2nd month, seventeenth day.
Animals on the Ark Liberals poke fun at Christians who trust biblical history and story of Ark.
Dogmatically pronounce that humans and dinosaurs did not live together, even though the biblical
description of Behemoth (Job 40:15‐24) appears remarkably similar to dinosaurs like Brachiosaurus,
which would be consistent with the biblical account that dinosaurs were on Noah’s Ark (Gen. 6:20) and
coexisted with humans. Dinosaur is relatively recent word (1800s). Dragon legends from around the
world, and many old paintings and sculptures show dragons and animals that look like dinosaurs like
Brachiosaurus and Stegosaurus.

10.2 Forty Days of Rain
Vapor Canopy – a pre‐Flood vapor canopy is a reasonable speculation (Genesis 1:7 and “waters above”,
Genesis 7:11 and “windows of heaven.” ). Pressure and temperature models show that it probably
wasn’t much water. It probably aided with climate stability, and increased atmospheric pressure
increased the amount of oxygen, which would in turn improve healing, growth, etc. People use
hyperbaric chambers to speed healing.

10.3 Fountains of the Deep
Flood lasted about 1 year – Rain lasted for 40 days, but fountains of the deep (Genesis 7:11) continued
to produce water for 150 days (8:1). Waters receded and Noah opened the doors again after 1 year and
10 days (Genesis 8:14).

10.4 A Re‐Creation
Gathering of the waters – 8:2‐5 and 1:6‐9
Placing of birds in the heavens – 8:6‐12 and 1: 20‐23
Establishment of dry ground – 8:13 and 1: 9‐12
Emergence of animals and humans to multiply – 8:16‐19 and 1: 24‐27
Divine blessing – 9:1‐3 and 1: 28‐30
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10.5 Flood Traditions
Hundreds of cultures from all over world have flood stories
An ark was provided, water destruction, a human family saved, worldwide destruction, animals
and other organisms saved, birds sent out
Nature paper that uses genealogy instead of genetics to show modern population easily the
result of 8 from Ark

10.6 Data versus interpretation
Some claim by trusting Scripture, we limit free inquiry into nature by having our answers
ordained in advance. But what folks who say that don’t realize is that by rejecting Scripture as a
reliable tool for studying events like the Flood, they also restrict free inquiry into nature because
they say that option isn’t possible! This is why we end up with “megafloods” being responsible
for all the canyons on Mars, but people scoff at you if you say the Grand Canyon was formed by
Flood, post‐Flood events. This is why, when studying the past, it is important to discern between
scientific research and natural history research. Historical records (including Scripture) should be
used to interpret the past. We all have the same data available through scientific journals. The
differences come in how we interpret the data.
G. Harlan Bretz story about this. His ideas of post‐Ice Age megafloods carving out large parts of
Eastern Washington were scoffed at. Many thought he sounded like a “flood geologist.” It took
40 years for his ideas to be accepted, and it was a major blow to uniformitarian thinking. Today,
most geologists acknowledge some catastrophism, but still cling to billions of years.
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11. Genesis and Earth History (Revealing the pattern of
Creation/Flood/Ice Age/Present)
11.1 Interpretations of Genesis 1‐3 and the Creation Days
How we interpret Genesis 1‐3 is not a salvation issue, but as we have learned, Genesis is directly
connected to the Gospel, so how we interpret Genesis 1‐3 can have profound effect on whether God is
glorified through our interpretation. We need to seek the interpretation that brings Him the most glory,
and then loudly proclaim it! This is an issue in every denomination, and it is something to seek unity on.
In my denomination, there is not unity, and the following discussion is based off a study by the PCA’s
2012 Creation Study Committee. These are issues to cover with patience and perseverance, grace and
love.
Signs of a good interpretation: It uses Sola Scriptura, It assumes Genesis 1‐11 is historical narrative, it is
covenantal (continuous), creation and providence are both important, humans are special and stewards,
makes a clear Creator/creation distinction (unity and diversity), clearly supported by WCF
Calendar Day Interpretation –
Sola Scriptura – yes, calendar days of Genesis 1 affirmed in Exodus 20:11, 31:15‐17
Genesis 1 – 11 – historical narrative; Genesis 1 uses consecutive conjunction (Hebrew does not
have word for “and”) more frequently than any place else in Bible.
Covenantal – Yes, assumes man sees creation, genealogies true, Flood beginning and end
marked to the day; even the words, written with a high rate of consecutive conjunctions, show
the continuity demanded here.
Creation and providence – both important, God creates and continues to be greatly involved in
history (Fall, Flood, Babel)
Humans are special – Yes, created in His image, from dust, to have dominion
Creator/creation distinction ‐ yes
Clearly supported by WCF – WCF 4.1 is about calendar day view. Shorter catechism, question 9.
Day – Age Interpretation That Hebrew word for day means unspecified period of time
Sola Scriptura – Maybe; Isaiah 11:10‐11 is used as an example of how day is used, but it is not a
direct reference to the creation account. No effort made to connect to Exodus 20:11
Genesis 1 – 11 – historical narrative, but not as clear how much time has elapsed. Uses “present
is key to past” idea, a bedrock of uniformitarian thinking, to justify long ages. It is said to not be
supportive of evolutionism, but it is supportive of the historiography of naturalism.
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Covenantal – Mostly, but the the ‘days’ (ages) within the Day‐Age model, can be overlapping to
allow insects and birds to be created in time to facilitate plant reproduction, when plants had
grown to reproductive age. This is not a continuous, linear view of time that the rest of Scripture
describes about history. A linear view of time sets Christianity apart from other religions, and is
what helped mathematics and science to flourish during Reformation.
Creation and providence – both important, providence less obvious
Humans are special – Yes, created in His image, from dust, to have dominion
Creator/creation distinction ‐ yes
Clearly supported by WCF – No. PCA document says WCF says “space of 6 days” perhaps out of
awareness that days before day 4 were not normal solar days. But this is an assumption. They
also say their main idea seems to be to differ from Augustine’s instantaneous creation view.
However, if you read Shorter Catechism Question 59, it is clear they mean regular day: “From
the beginning of the world to the resurrection of Christ, God appointed the seventh day of the
week to be the weekly Sabbath.” See also Chapter 21.7

Framework Interpretation Exegesis (interpretation of text, eisegesis refers to interpreting by reading
one’s own opinion into it. The word exegesis is used to explain that the effort is not to read one’s own
interpretation into it) indicates that the scheme of the creation week itself is a poetic figure and that the
several pictures of creation history are set within the six work‐day frames not chronologically but
topically
Sola Scriptura – Maybe, reconcile with Genesis 2:5‐6 (but not Exodus 20:11. Interpretation
should fit both) and say that without rain or a human cultivator, God would not create plants,
except that the end of v. 6 shows how God would provide for the plants by a mist that came up
from the ground. Framework “affirms work week must have been longer than 144 hours”, but
then later they say “Those who hold the Framework interpretation agree that God could create
the world in one hundred forty‐four hours, for instance.” So self‐contradictory. Hebrews 4:4‐6
also used as support of “entering rest” as opposed to a specific day.
Genesis 1 – 11 – poetry, 6 work day “frames” appear topically, not chronologically. God’s week
is a model, an analogy to Israel’s week.
Covenantal – Mostly, but with 6 “frames”, the timing is no longer necessarily linear and
continuous. They say the exact timing is left unspecified.
Creation and providence – both important, providence less obvious because it is disconnected
from a definite timeframe, unlike the rest of Genesis. It unnecessarily separates the story from
history, as if it is impossible to write a poem about history. Framework supporters say the NT
emphasizes God’s word of power and the created order, not the timing and length of creation,
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which is really not true. Matthew 22:29 is a classic example, as are the genealogies listed in Luke
and Matthew. As we have read, NT authors and Jesus believed in historical aspects of OT. The
framework position also opens the interpretation to abuse by those who wish to embrace
naturalistic theories of origins, which really does seem to be the main reason anyone would
support it. They say the framework is open to “general revelation regarding the age of the earth
and cosmos” and “denies evolutionary philosophy” without realizing that uniformitarian
thinking is what evolutionary philosophy rests upon! “Open to general revelation” means open
to uniformitarianism, and almost certainly doesn’t mean they are open to high energy/short
term interpretations. What they are trying to do is treat the symptom (evolutionism), instead of
treat the cause (naturalism). They simplify naturalism and equate it with evolutionism.
Humans are special – Yes, created in His image, from dust, to have dominion
Creator/creation distinction ‐ yes
Clearly supported by WCF – No, no reference made to WCF and no attempt made to show its
compatibility.
The Analogical Days Interpretation The “days” are God’s work‐days, which are analogous, and not
necessarily identical, to our work days, structured for the purpose of setting a pattern for our own
rhythm of rest and work.
Sola Scriptura –Tries to be, while relying heavily on “discourse analysis”
Genesis 1 – 11 – They are “stories”, not meant to downplay their historical claims, but it does
seem to do that.
Covenantal – more concerned than framework with sequential pattern, but not as much as
calendar day and day age. Says it is compatable with old earth or young earth, but there is an
extreme discontinuity with old earth since man is at end of 15 billion years of creation, rather
than right at beginning as Romans 1:20 says, as well as Mark 10:6 and Matthew 19:4. Also, as
with other non‐calendar day views, there is a discontinuity with the idea (analogical view) and
24 hour days. It is as if it has to be one or the other, instead of both.
Creation and providence – More clear that it’s purpose is to align with historiography of
uniformitarianism. Like other views, they rightly take a negative position on evolutionism. But
this is strange because there is evidence for evolution, just like there is evidence for an old
earth. The differences are a result of interpretation, not verifiable science, and that is the
confusion here. Cosmology, geologic history, evolutionism are all interpretations of history. They
also make it pretty clear that they are not sure God is powerful enough to “find room on the 6th
day for everything Genesis 1‐2 has occur.” This is a direct contradiction to Matthew 22:29.
Humans are special – yes, although they don’t seem that special if God waited 15 billion years to
create us!
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Creator/creation distinction ‐ yes
Clearly supported by WCF – no reference made to it

11.2 Timescales and the rock record
Energy or time?

Which one is the dominant shaper of earth’s crustal features? If energy, then Flood makes more sense.
If time, then uniformitarianism makes more sense. But uniformitarianism contradicts Scripture.

11.3 What would we expect if Flood occurred?
If Flood occurred, we would expect to find countless organisms buried all over the earth in thick layers
of water‐deposited sediment. This is what we find.
If Flood occurred, we might expect most of the Earth to still be covered with water. This is what we find.
If Flood occurred, and mountains rose and valleys sank afterwards, we might expect massive vertical
tectonics, and marine animals on top of tallest mountains. This is what we find.
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If Flood occurred, and its fountains of the deep, like all other deep materials, were hot, we might expect
post‐Flood seas to be warmer than present seas, which would result in greater evaporation and
snowfall, causing an Ice Age. This is what we find.
NOTE‐Siberia and Alaska not in Ice Age is excellent evidence for this. Only became colder
towards end as seas cooled. Plenty of time for mammoth populations to build, then perish. As
Ice Age meltwaters mixed with seawater, lowered freezing point of seas, and ice started to form
on surface. Siberia and Alaska did not become colder until end of Ice Age
If Flood occurred, followed by an Ice Age, followed by present‐day, we would expect to find this pattern
in the rock record. This is what we find.

11.4 If Earth history is thousands, not billions of years old, then
Radiometric dating doesn’t work and is better for understanding environmental history.
Example of types of volcanic rock (pumice, rhyolite, granite) and how environment effects them.
Discuss excess argon problem and how my sample off by a factor of 55,000 times!
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If earth is thousands, not billions of years old, then:
We would expect to find dinosaur soft tissue and dinosaur DNA
We would expect to find Siberian mammoths that blood still flows from
We would expect to find C‐14 in diamonds or dinosaur tissue
We would expect rates of volcanism during the Ice Age to be higher, not lower than present
rates.
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12. Genesis and Dominion(Excercising dominion, not
domination)
Reading Assignment: Genesis 1:26‐28 and Matthew 28:18‐20

12.1 What does godly creation stewardship look like? George Grant sermon
http://hwcdn.libsyn.com/p/c/e/2/ce2ee98d40a03bf6/George20Grant2010‐16‐
11.mp3?c_id=5847648&expiration=1393270221&hwt=1335eccb096222d854eabb44931ab034

Man was made special and for something – servant leadership through relationship, relationship
between us and Him, us and other humans, us and nature.
5 rules of cultural mandate
1. fruitful, ‐ increase grow, metaphor for healthy spiritual life Psalm 1, Proverbs 8,
Matthew 7 good fruit and bad fruit, John 15 vine and branches He tends vines, Galatians
5 fruit of flesh and spirit, etc. God’s primary purpose is to say you who are blessed go
forth and bear fruit in many ways, including having children. And in with regard to
having children, we shouldn’t look at it from a panicked perspective of “it is up to me to
save my country by having as many children as possible!” Instead, the number of
children you have is something to consider wisely and with biblical morals. Having many
children but not much ability to support them can make you a slave to money (Matthew
6:24)
2. multiply ‐ make great , increase, have abundance, cannot despise day of small
beginnings, God takes little and makes much of it, covenantal succession, promise to
Jabez, boundaries extended, take this blessing and extend it to ends of earth.
3. fill earth – fulfill, consecrate, satisfy, picture of a cup that overflows, God’s self‐
satisfaction is absolutely full, fully satisfied with glory of pre‐existent Trinity. What was
His motivation to make more? Doesn’t add any more to create humans, so the world is
the emptying of the bucket into the world. Filling of earth in first place is filling the
bucket. We need to let It flow out to ends of the earth
4. subdue it ‐ reign in, order, manage, structure, taking raw materials and arranging them
for most important and efficient use. Idea is not suppression, but bring forth fruitfulness
that comes with properly ordered garden. D.S.‐Is need to order mean it was not good?
No, because God doesn’t say this is bad. Randomness isn’t necessarily bad. Just like he
took randomness (dust) and created something very good, he mandates us to do the
same.
5. have dominion – prevail, not dominate, go and show forth the rule that God himself has
for His creation. God gives provision in v. 29‐30 so he can actually do it, giving man all
these things, God’s work in God’s way will never lack for supply, sees it now as very
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good. Imago Dei with his creation and call is very good. Dr. James Wanliss, in Resisting
the Green Dragon, says godly dominion is like love described in Ephesians 5:28‐29. It is
relational, nurture and cherish. Godly dominion respects the rights of others and their
property, neither stealing (8th commandment) or coveting(10th commandment). Think of
Adam’s first tasks. They were to name animals (Gensis 2:19) and tend the garden
(Genesis 2:15), revealing how God made creation for man. What happened at the first
Thanksgiving, did the Puritans celebrate defeat and destruction of all the Indians, or did
they celebrate with the Indians thanksgiving to God for his provision and protection? In
Genesis, God commands us to find rules, which is what science is about. This is
Christian’s directive to do science!
Great Commission – a gospel re‐statement for those restored and redeemed by Christ, restatement of
cultural mandate. Make disciples, baptize, teaching them to obey EVERYTHING, which would include
Genesis 1:26‐28. Sovereign over all (Colossians 1:17). The gospel equips and enables us to do what we
were called to do. Gospel says “go!”, cultural mandate says “go!”
Conservationism ‐ Acts 10:9‐11:13 Rise, kill, eat (trophy hunting not biblical) Can’t do that if all the
animals and their habitat are destroyed. While the point of Peter’s vision was not to define
conservationism, it is interesting that Jesus did not tell him to “Rise, kill”, but to “Rise, kill, eat” to go and
benefit from nature. There is no benefit to destroying nature, and there is no benefit to ignoring nature
either. It is made to be used.

12.2 Does environmentalism undermine this?
Sin disrupted cultural mandate. Made it much more difficult but didn’t nullify it. D.S.‐made it like a road
with two ditches, domination of nature in one ditch, domination of man in the other ditch. We are more
than just salt preserving, but light proclaiming.
Domination of nature (progressivism) – Aldo Leopold, author of Sand County Almanac, a collection of
essays he wrote over his lifetime and published posthumously. He worked for the U.S. Forest Service. A
conservationist to begin with, he saw the problems of progressivism, and relates the story of killing the
last grizzly bear in Arizona that lived on Escudilla mountain. This is more of an “animal genocide”
mentality of destroying things, not because they were a problem, but because they might be a problem,
or because other animals were preferred. Another example is the poisoning of large stretches of river to
remove native fishes that were considered “inferior,” replacing them with primarily rainbow trout and
brook trout.
Domination of man (totalitarianism) –The emotional reaction in America to progressivism was
preservationism. Initially, our National Parks were a great idea, until people wanted to start setting
more and more land aside Aldo Leopold was instrumental in moving America and other countries from
conservationism to preservationism, and eventually environmentalism.
Environmentalism ‐ Essentially, environment means everything. It follows that environmentalism
means everythingism. And, as political scientist Charles Rubin put it in his book The Green
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Crusade, everythingism equates with totalitarianism.(ECB) Environmentalism, then, is inherently
totalitarian in character—which explains why federal and state environmental protection
agencies seem to claim authority to regulate more and more of our lives, regardless of
Constitutional safeguards for liberty and property(This is what is happening in American, not
sure about former Soviet Union)
Attributes of environmentalism
Control of property to preserve, not conserve – As mentioned, our national parks were, and are,
a great idea, but preservation is often over‐emphasized. For example, Yellowstone National
Park, before it was a park, burned pretty regularly. But now, lots of people would die and
buildings perish if allowed to burn regularly, so dead wood has built up. 1980’s had a huge fire. If
logging were allowed, Yellowstone would be less‐likely to be ravaged by fire. Reintroduced
wolves in 1990’s, saying they would keep wolves in the park. Now there are thousands of wolves
outside Yellowstone, and they are protected in a lot of places and people cannot hunt them to
keep their farm animals from being destroyed. Wolves will hamstring, and if they get in a flock
of sheep, they will just hamstring 100 sheep. This is extremely cruel and destructive.
Conservationist says “manage wolf population” and environmentalist says “people must leave”
Leopold said “Conservation is getting nowhere because it is incompatible with our Abrahamic
concept of land. We abuse land because we regard it as a commodity belonging to us. When we
see land as a community to which we belong, we may begin to use it with love and respect.” Not
a Christian, Leopold was confused about what Scripture said. If he understood dominion
properly, he would know it is unbiblical to abuse land or anything else. He was rightly against
progressivism, but wrong in falsely blaming it on biblical ethics. In America, we now have Y2Y
initiative, as well as Agenda 21. This is in direct opposition to Genesis 1:28 and wise use of land.
Also violates respecting rights of others and their property
Devaluing of humans – Leopold had an idea he called the Land Ethic, which said “In short, a land
ethic changes the role of Homo sapiens from conqueror of the land‐community to plain member
and citizen of it.” Sierra Club, started out as a conservationist organization, now has as part of
policy that “We were born here and we're part of it ‐‐ like any ant, fish, rock, or blade of grass.”
This is in direct opposition to special place of humans as created in His image (Genesis 1:26‐27

Control of human population density – Leopold said “Leopold said North America has a “better
chance for permanence than Europe, if she can contrive to limit her density.” In opposition to
covenantal responsibility of families to steward their growth (Genesis 1: 28), and instead gives it
over to the state and a handful of elites. Unrealistic fear of earth’s carrying capacity being
exceeded, and so we will all be destroyed. But reality doesn’t match this idea:
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The average population density of top GDP producers (1738 per mi2) is
over 5 times higher than bottom GDP producers (314 per mi2). In
other words, on average, poorer countries have lower population
densities. Population density data from Wikipedia. GDP per capita data
from CIA World Factbook. 222 countries included.
Most countries of former Soviet Union have a fertility rate well below 2. Abortion rates are decreasing,
but still too high. If environmentalism gets a strong foothold in these countries, then they will revert
back to totalitarianism and away from democracy, and will end up being less prosperous, and therefore
less capable of exercising godly dominion.
Environmentalism and religion
Naturalism and other religions like pantheism will destroy proper management of earth. Think about
Darwinism, a symptom of naturalistic thinking, and how it devalues human life. If we are no more
important than a blade of grass, then we also have no more responsibility than a blade of grass.
Pantheist says God is universe, so no lawgiver and therefore no laws to govern (anti‐science). “Mother
earth” take care of us, instead of us managing it wisely. This is why India didn’t have an environmental
movement, because they are pantheists.
“Darwinism can be used to back up two mad moralities, but it cannot be used to back up a single sane
one. The kinship and competition of all living creatures can be used as a reason for being insanely cruel
or insanely sentimental; but not for a healthy love of animals … That you and a tiger are one may be a
reason for being tender to a tiger. Or it may be a reason for being cruel as the tiger. It is one way to train
the tiger to imitate you, it is a shorter way to imitate the tiger. But in neither case does evolution tell
you how to treat a tiger reasonably, that is, to admire his stripes while avoiding his claws. If you want to
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treat a tiger reasonably, you must go back to the garden of Eden. For the obstinate reminder continues
to recur: only the supernaturalist has taken a sane view of Nature. The essence of all pantheism,
evolutionism and modern cosmic religion is really in this proposition: that Nature is our mother.
Unfortunately, if you regard Nature as a mother, you discover that she is a stepmother. The main point
of Christianity was this: that Nature is not our mother: Nature is our sister. We can be proud of her
beauty, since we have the same father; but she has no authority over us; we have to admire, but not to
imitate.” (G.K. Chesterton, Orthodoxy, published by John Lane, London, 1909.)

12.3 How do we recover proper creation care?
Cultural mandate and Great Commission
The Great Commission is the fulfillment of the dominion mandate.
In his book, Earth Restored, John Barber, I believe, best describes the relationship between the
Cultural Mandate and the Great Commission. He writes, "God intends the Cultural Mandate to
serve as His directive to redeemed man to maintain the order God placed in His world, better
enabling all men to seek the truth. It is in this sense of upholding and conserving the creation in
its balance and design, that the Cultural Mandate serves the Great Commission. For where there
is lack of order, men are preoccupied with non‐order. But where there is peace, men are free to
discern the meaning behind their liberty. They are free to both hear and respond to the call of
God upon their lives." [1]
In other words, evangelism – bringing people to Christ is the means by which redeemed persons
are recruited to transform society – and the Cultural Mandate is the means of shaping society to
produce the optimum opportunity for people to come Christ.
http://www.renewamerica.com/columns/creech/130427
When people repent and turn to Christ, He makes them want to follow Him, and they want to
obey, which means they understand greed (10th commandment) and stealing (8th comm.) are
sinful behaviors and so they don’t want to treat their neighbor that way. Understanding this
brings peace and a better stewardship of earth.
Free markets
Human worth, as well as responsibility, is found in free markets. If we set up a government that
allows for competition but also has checks against greed and property rights abuses, then we
will develop more innovative and effective methods of energy transmission, technology, etc.
Use science as a way to exercise godly dominion, not control over people
Futurology claims of human‐caused global warming by fossil fuel emissions are anti‐science in
that they are not easy to verify. However, the claim of global warming has been going for quite
some time, and now the data reveals no correlation between temperature and CO2 emissions. It
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is now called climate change. It is like Lysenkoism, in that some elements are true, but there is
plenty of evidence to show the idea is fake, so dissenters are silenced and controlled.
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13. Genesis and Education (Creativity of God is foundation of a
Christian education)
13.1 Naturalism, foundation of a godless education
Since death not by sin, then no need for Christ to save us. Naturalism destroys unity and diversity
between head (Christ) and body (Church), and says evolution is reason for unity and diversity that you
see around you. Different things, yet they have things in common like DNA, need for food, etc. But
evolutionism is false. The atheistic version is based on the false major premise that “God did not create”.
It is not based on anything natural either. Darwin developed the idea of natural selection by combining
the false doctrine of Thomas Malthus with artificial selection. Information creating evolution has never
been observed, either in the wild or in the laboratory.

13.2 Creation, the foundation of a Christian education
Where atheists see no spiritual world, the world’s most famous mathematician, Leonhard Euler saw an
incredible unity and diversity. He said “As spirits and bodies are beings, or substances, of a nature totally
different…..the strict union which subsists between them merits a very particular attention.” (Leonhard
Euler, December 2, 1760). And in thereality of our spiritual world, there exists a distinct connection
between body and soul, Father – Son – Spirit, etc.
Why is God’s creation message the foundation of Christian education?
We are currently participating in the restoration of His kingdom on earth
The Church’s task is to be the “bride” and prepare for the return of the “bridegroom”, when His
kingdom will be restored (Matthew 25, Mark 2:19, Rev. 21:9, Acts 1:6‐7)
Restoration from what? Man’s fall.
Fall from what? A perfect, sinless creation.
Faith without works is dead, (James 1:17) so until Christ returns, we have work to do! An important
part of that work is teaching children the story of God and man from the beginning of time. But, if
we get the beginning wrong, then we get the rest of the story wrong too. A correct application of
the cultural mandate will result in good education for your children and those in your congregation.

How does the creation message affect Christian education?
Teaching children about the creativity of God. Cornelius Van Til said that creativity of God (not
creativity of man) is the foundational principle of a Christian education. Teach creativity of God, and
that we are created in His image, helps student see that they have ability to be incredibly creative,
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too. What would provide more confidence and opportunity to excel, telling a student they evolved
from a pile of goo for no purpose and they are no more special than a blade of grass, or telling them
that all the amazing things they see around them were created by a loving God that designed them
in His image?
Teaching children they are created in God’s image, and are therefore creative, too.
Teaching children about God’s covenantal relationship with man that covers all time and space. First
Christian schools were called Universities, where Christ was unifying theme amidst a diversity of
classes. God created man to find rules (Gen 1:28) and follow rules (Exodus 20). Education should
train a child to think deductively (apply rules) and inductively (find rules). This is why courses like
mathematics (ded. Reason) and science (ind. Reason) should be included in any Christian education,
in addition of course to Bible study.
How does a Christian education affect society?
An advancement of learning. Francis Bacon said:“A man cannot be too well studied in the book of
God’s word or in the book of God’s works, divinity or philosophy, but rather endeavor an endless
progress or proficience in both; only let men beware that they apply both to charity, and not to
swelling, to use and not to ostentation; and again, that they do not unwisely mingle or confound
these learnings together.” (EOT, p. 129) Based on Matthew 22:29
Proper understanding of man’s relationship to God. Atheist sees no connection, but can still get a
good education. According to Bacon, atheist misses half the story.Improper Christian view sees need
to study both so that new doctrines other than Scripture can be declared “holy”.Another improper
Christian view sees no need to study both, and also misses half the story.Proper Christian view sees
we love Him because He first loved us (I John 4:19). Sees man’s role in God’s redemptive plan.
Proper understanding of man’s relationship to others. Marxist sees class struggle, ultimately one
class must be destroyed, and “diseases” within a class must be removed. Humanist sees “greater
good”, but doesn’t really know what it means, leads to things like Nazis, abortion, and anarchy.
Christian sees opportunity for servant leadership, developed through a proper Christian education.
Restoration of His kingdom. Creating society that honors His commandments, loves others, values
life and abhors evil. Children trained up to care for poor, heal the sick, and treat thy neighbors as
thyself. Church is rock of community, civil government assists in the work of restoration. “There is
sin and evil in the world, and we’re enjoined by Scripture and the Lord Jesus to oppose it with all our
might.”(Ronald Reagan, March 8, 1983) Christian, go!
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Logic: Science of reasoning.
Logos: Godly wisdom; being aware (knowing) of God’s involvement
in creation, government, and redemption of the world.
Reasoning: how we think.
Think: how we form things (beliefs, opinions, procedures, etc.)
in our mind.
Deductive Reasoning: Applying a rule, standard, or truth so
we can know how to solve a problem, know what action to take
in a situation, or discover a new rule, standard or truth.
Contrast with inductive reasoning (Chapter 2), which is finding
a rule, standard, or truth.

Syllogisms
Syllogisms are a set of statements used to create a deductive argument. Aristotle (384-322 B.C.), a.k.a.
the “father of logic,” is credited with developing them. Syllogisms help us understand how to think
deductively, and serve as a way to determine if a rule was correctly applied, or whether an argument was
valid. Syllogisms consist of three parts: the major premise, minor premise, and conclusion. The major
premise is the “rule.” It identifies a property of the set. The minor premise identifies a member of the set,
and the conclusion identifies the property with the member. To better understand syllogisms, study the
following examples:
_ Valid argument and true
a. Major premise: All rainbow trout have a pink stripe.
b. Minor premise: That fish is a rainbow trout.
c. Conclusion: That fish has a pink stripe.
4 The Exchange of Truth

In this syllogism, the set consists of all rainbow trout, and the property is their pink stripe. Put another
way, our “rule” is that all rainbow trout have a pink stripe. The minor premise identifies “that fish” as a
member of the set, and therefore the conclusion is “that fish has a pink stripe,” which identifies the
property (pink stripe) with the member (that fish). We would say that this argument is valid and true,
because rainbow trout do have a pink, horizontal stripe on their side. Next is an example of a valid, yet
untrue, syllogism. _ Valid argument but untrue
a. All frogs are green.
b. Kermit is a frog.
c. Kermit is green.
Even though our argument is valid, or reasonable, it is not true because the major premise is false. All
frogs are not green.
_ Invalid argument (valid if b and c switched)
a. All normal horses have four legs.
b. That horse has four legs.
c. That horse is a normal horse
The syllogism is invalid because the minor premise identifies a property, instead of identifying a member
of the set. We cannot conclude the horse is normal just because it has four legs. It could have something
else wrong with it. “Four-leggedness” is a property of normal horses, but does not automatically
qualify a horse as “normal.”
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Syllogisms can twist your brain into a knot, and Leonard Euler knew this, so he devised some diagrams to
help untangle things (Fig. 1.1). The diagrams consist of a set of 3 circles, each circle enclosing a set of
items defined by the syllogism. Using the frog syllogism as an example, a large circle describes the
property of “greenness.” Next, since all frogs are defined as being green, a smaller circle encloses the set
of “all frogs”within the green circle. Finally, since Kermit is member of the frog set, a circle for Kermit is
drawn inside the frog circle, and the conclusion is made that Kermit is green. The overlapping circles
of the horse syllogism signal an invalid argument.
David E. Shormann, PhD 5
Figure 1.1. Euler diagrams of a) valid frog syllogism and b) invalid horse syllogism.

An important conclusion
Did you notice an argument can be considered valid, even if the major
premise is false? Wow! That means if a major premise is assumed to be true, but is
actually false, a multitude of false conclusions can blossom from it. The mind
begins to race when one considers the societal impact from following one or
more false major premises. Syllogisms are simply a step-by-step method for finding new rules, and
familiarity with them will allow us to better discern truth from fiction.

Examples of uses of deductive reasoning in our lives
The following are examples of how man uses deductive reasoning.
Geometry: Euclid lived around 300 B.C. and produced a book called The Elements. The book was an
attempt at organizing all the Greek mathematical achievements of the previous 300 years into one
volume. Starting with 23 basic definitions and 10 axioms and postulates (Fig. 1.2), or statements assumed
to be true without proof, Euclid went on to deduce hundreds of geometric theorems.
The axioms and postulates are like major premises of a syllogism, with
theorems as the conclusions. The Greeks believed these axioms or postulates
6 The Exchange of Truth

and the theorems deduced from them were true because human reasoning alone proved them to be true.
They did not believe all knowledge came from God (Proverbs 2:6). Although their geometric
developments were profound, the Greeks failed to incorporate key concepts like infinity1. Greek
mathematics and science stagnated because their theological ponderings were not biblical2.
Figure 1.2. Euclid’s 1st Postulate: two points determine a unique straight line.

Measurement: “Differing weights and differing measures, the Lord detests
them both” (Proverbs 20:10).
God detests dishonest standards of measurement, or in other words, dishonest application of deductive
reasoning.Many folks believe science and religion are opposing views, but if mathematics is the language
of science, and mathematics includes measuring things, and God detests dishonest measurements,
then how can we say we can’t mix science and religion? Secular biology textbooks make it clear that we
should separate the natural and the supernatural. For example, on p. 15 of Biology, the Unity and
Diversity of Life, a footnote at the bottom of the page quotes “systematic observations, hypotheses,
predictions, tests. In all these ways, science differs from systems of belief that are
based on faith, force, or simple consensus.”3 This is a common “exchange of truth” found in secular
biology textbooks. Proverbs 20:10 is a clear example of the supernatural guiding the natural.
Therefore, we should look for historical examples where people and nations applied Proverbs 20:10,
because measurements are one of the most prevalent forms of deductive reasoning in our world.
Let’s begin with Queen Elizabeth (1533-1603).When she became Queen in 1558, she quoted Psalm 118
“This is the Lord’s doing and it is marvelous in our eyes.” She felt chosen to reign by God’s will4, and
one of her priorities was establishing a set of standard weights and measures. The critical unit of measDavid E. Shormann, PhD 7

urement was the yard, and in 1601 a brass yardstick was constructed as a national standard. Elizabeth
ordered new standards made for weights and measures. She sent copies of the standards to fifty-eight
market towns with instructions that a description of them be pinned up in every church and read
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during the service twice a year for the next four years5. Precise measurement was critical to those
colonizing America, where accurate land surveys were a high priority. Edmund Gunter, a contemporary
of Elizabeth, developed what is now known as Gunter’s chain. The chain contained 100 links and was
exactly 22 yards long. The beauty of Gunter’s chain was in its ease of use for measuring area, because an
area of 10 chains by 1chain equaled exactly one acre. Therefore, to determine acres, one simply
needed to divide the number of square chains of area by 10.6 Since “The Lord abhors dishonest scales, but
accurate weights are his delight,” then an attribute of God is an accurate system of measurement.
Applying standards in the form of accurate measurement is an attribute of God, and
science is nothing without measurement. Therefore, to say science and religion cannot
mix is to exchange truth for a lie. Physics: Isaac Newton (1642-1727) used Euclid’s deductive system
found in The Elements to write The Principia. Like Euclid’s work, his volume begins with
basic definitions and then states three “laws of motion.” Newton was a master of the deductive reasoning
process, believing science and religion were completely compatible. A brief read-through of The
Principia, arguably the single most important contribution to scientific knowledge, will reveal quotes like
the following: “This most beautiful system of the sun, planets and comets,
could only proceed from the counsel and dominion of an intelligent and powerful
being”7. Newton’s laws help us understand everything from how fast an
apple falls to the ground to how a jet engine can propel an aircraft through the
sky.
Analogies: Analogous means similar, and therefore analogies are statements
containing some abstract (general) truth which help us discover the truth in a
similar, or analogous, statement. Analogies are a form of deductive reasoning,
because you apply the abstract truth found within them in a new situation.
Jesus’ parables are great examples of analogies, and Luke 8:4-15 is one that we
will use in Chapter 3. To say science and religion cannot mix is to exchange truth for a lie.
8 The Exchange of Truth

Why do we think deductively?
Why has deductive reasoning been around so long? Because that’s how God
made us! Man’s first use of deductive reasoning is Genesis 1:28, thousands of
years before Aristotle and Euclid. In Genesis 1:28, God commands us to rule
over His creation. In other words, one of God’s first rules for us was to rule.
God’s word contains a treasure trove of major premises we can confidently
apply to help us discern truth from fiction. His word guides us and helps us
answer the question “How should we live?” (2 Timothy 3:16-17). God’s word
should be the most important major premise in our lives, because the conclusions
we draw from Scripture will lead us down the right path.

An appropriate major premise for the study of science
Francis Bacon (1561-1626) played an important role in developing the scientific
method8. His father was the second-most important counselor to
Queen Elizabeth. Exceptionally bright, Bacon received a home education
before entering Trinity College Cambridge at the tender age of 12. At 33, for
fun during Christmas vacation he wrote down all the quotes he had memorized,
totaling over 1,600 items9. In The Advancement of Learning, Book 1,
Bacon stated the following as a major premise for learning:
A man cannot be too well studied in the book of God’s word or in
the book of God’s works, divinity or philosophy, but rather
endeavor an endless progress or proficience in both; only let men
beware that they apply both to charity, and not to swelling, to
use and not to ostentation; and again, that they do not unwisely
mingle or confound these learnings together.10
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The passage will serve as one of the most important major premises in my
book. Take some time to memorize it. Bacon’s words are analogous to Jesus’
words in Matthew 22:29:
You are in error because you do not know the Scriptures or the
power of God
Scripture is God’s revealed word, and the power of God is His created works.
Bacon is often criticized for his overemphasis on experimentation and observation,
and “Baconianism” has manifested itself in many ways, including the
David E. Shormann, PhD 9

hostility some modern churches show towards creeds and confessions, while
simultaneously overemphasizing the worship “experience”11.
Bacon’s overemphasis on experimentation was probably a response to what
he perceived as an overemphasis on deductive reasoning in the universities.
Bacon believed their methods resulted in minds being “shut up in the cells of a
few authors (chiefly Aristotle their dictator)”12, as the words of these authors
were rarely challenged13.
While Bacon had some faulty major premises, he also had some exceptional
ones. Just like it is unreasonable to ignore all of David’s Psalms because of his
many sins, we shouldn’t ignore all of Bacon’s words just because he developed
some faulty major premises. When you read Bacon’s works, it is obvious he
was, like David, a man after God’s own heart.
Eliminating erroneous thinking and improper major premises regarding
nature will only occur when men engage in a unified study of His word and
His works. Christians must stop being confused by viewpoints proclaiming
science and religion (specifically Christianity) don’t mix, and should boldly
proclaim as Bacon did that studying His word and His works together is
appropriate.

An inappropriate major premise for the study of science
Charles Darwin (1809-1872), is most famous for his theory of natural selection.
He was an observant man, well versed in the scientific method (He said
“science consists in grouping of facts so that general laws or conclusions can be
drawn from them”).14 However, he lacked many attributes common to good
scientists, particularly naturalists. Dissection disgusted him and he was a poor
artist15. Surprisingly, he was poor at mathematics16. Most of the last 40 years
of his life, he was an invalid, and while the reasons behind this hermit-like existence
are not fully understood, evidence suggests a psychological problem of
some sort17.
An amusing anecdote in his life is that he almost did not participate on the
historic voyage of the H.M.S. Beagle because of the shape of his nose. It seems
that Captain Robert Fitz-Roy, convinced he could judge a man’s character by
the outline of his features, doubted whether anyone with Darwin’s nose “could
possess sufficient energy and determination for the voyage.”18 Needless to say,
Fitz-Roy overcame his strange beliefs and allowed Darwin to come aboard as
the ship’s naturalist.
At one time Darwin had studied for the clergy, and did not “in the least
doubt the strict and literal truth of every word in the Bible”19. But then,
10 The Exchange of Truth

Disbelief crept over me at a very slow rate, but was at last complete.
The rate was so slow that I felt no distress, and have never
since doubted even for a single second that my conclusion was
correct. I can indeed hardly see how anyone ought wish
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Christianity to be true20.
And this is the major premise, the worldview that spawned the theory of
natural selection, a theory whose major purpose was “to show that species had
not been separately created” and to “overthrow the dogma of separate creations”
21.
In a nutshell, Darwin believed there was no unity between the study of science and the study of religion.
This is in direct contrast to Francis Bacon’s major premise, and more importantly, in direct contrast to
Scripture. Unfortunately, secular biology textbooks acknowledge Darwin’s theory of natural
selection as science’s “unifying principle.” One biology textbook I will refer to on occasion is aptly
named Biology: The Unity and Diversity of Life by Cecie Starr and Ralph Taggart. High school AP
Biology classes as well as college introductory biology classes use the text, and, minus the evolutionary
dogma, it is beautiful, well-written and well-researched. The “unifying concept” referred to in the title is
revealed on p. 3: Unity underlies the world of life, for all organisms are alike in
key respects…. Theories of evolution, especially the theory of evolution by natural selection as formulated
by Charles Darwin, help explain life’s diversity. The theories unite all fields of biological
inquiry into a single, coherent whole.22 According to Randall Hedtke, former public school science
teacher and author of The Great Evolution Curriculum Hoax, using evolution as the “unifying
theme” in biology textbooks has been standard since the early 1960’s23. Starr and Taggart’s view reflects
the norm among today’s biology textbooks. Evolutionary ideas do not stop at biology classroom doors,
however, but rather spill out and leak into practically every course and degree plan offered at secularized
institutions. Acknowledging Darwinism as the reason for the unity and diversity surrounding
us is a huge exchange of truth, and therefore an inappropriate major premise for the study of science. Did
you notice how Darwin described his journey away from Biblical truth? Disbelief slowly crept over him,
until he came to the same point Eve did in the Garden, answering the question “Did
David E. Shormann, PhD 11 God really say…?”with a resounding “NO!” that ever since has sent many wise
men down a foolish path of deception.

Chapter 1 Summary
Many facts contained within this book are currently illegal to teach in most public schools, but they are
facts everyone has a right to know. If you are in high school, the major premises shaping your worldview
today will have a profound affect on the rest of your life and on the people you know. These premises
will serve as filters to help you make logical deductions. If you don’t think your choice of major premises
matters, consider this amazing statistic: Of students who enter college proclaiming they are bornagain
believers, 50 percent say they are no longer so upon graduation24. How can this be? I think the best
answer to this question lies in the separation of Christianity from education, and its replacement with
Darwinism. Late in the 12th century, a phenomenon unique to Europe materialized, the
university. Originally, these schools owned no real estate, but were instead an association of teachers or
students. Although not always theologically or scholarly accurate, what under girded the university was
the idea that an all-encompassing worldview united all subjects. Christianity provided unity for all
departments of study25. In the 21st century, most American universities, like most biology textbooks,
have exchanged the unity of a Christian worldview with an evolutionary worldview. The major premises
taught currently are either atheistic (deny existence of God) or agnostic (cannot know if there is a God),
and according to the above statistics, universities are effective at getting students to believe
their major premises. How can you avoid the confused teachings prevalent in today’s educational
system? Psalm 119:11 says “I have hidden your word in my heart that I might not sin against you.”
Scripture memory is one of the most effective methods for avoiding confused thinking and false
major premises. Follow the educational example of Francis Bacon and
his Christian humanist contemporaries, who not only memorized Bible
passages, but memorized worthwhile quotations of other men. As you study His word and His works
together, you will learn that a Christian view of a rational and personal world was the basis
for the birth of science, and is the only real foundation for pursuing science in our day26.
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2 THINK HARDER
Inductive Reasoning and Critical Thinking
Inductive Reasoning
In Chapter 1, we defined deductive reasoning as applying rules. Contrast that with inductive reasoning,
defined as finding rules. Interestingly, the history of the world begins with a command for man to use
both deductive and inductive reasoning. God tells us in Genesis 1:28 to manage His creation, but doing
so requires a management plan. How should we go about finding rules to help us manage His creation?
13

More than anything, observing God’s works will help us find the best rules for
managing His creation. Observation of God’s works is often referred to as science.
Science comes from the Latin scientia meaning having knowledge.When applied
to second causes, science means knowledge gained through observing the physical world, that is, God’s
works. Darwin gave a good explanation for science when he said “Science consists in grouping of facts so
that general laws or conclusions may be drawn from them”1.

The Scientific Method
Just like a syllogism is a step-by-step method for applying a rule, the scientific method is a step-by-step
method for finding a rule. Francis Bacon (1561-1626) was one of the founders of the scientific method.
Bacon thought the universities of his day deceived men with hollow and deceptive philosophies
(Colossians 2:8), mistaking for truth what is falsely called knowledge (I Timothy 6:20). During Bacon’s
day, and again in ours, universities commonly taught that deductive reasoning based on man’s reasoning
alone was the primary pathway for gaining knowledge. Bacon believed knowledge arrived at
this way, while good at first, would never rise higher than the man who developed it2. He believed
reading books alone would not get us far, which Solomon, the wisest man to walk the earth, believed as
well (Eccl. 12:12).As his foundation for the scientific method, Bacon looked to the mechanical arts,
where “the first deviser comes shortest, and time addeth and perfecteth”3. Today, we define the scientific
method as a systematic (step-by step) way to think inductively (find rules). It is simply a way to answer a
question by performing an experiment. The scientific method begins and ends with a question,
resulting in a continual advancement of learning. Here are its 5 steps:1. Question: After observing
something, whether a meteor, a manatee or a magnet, questions arise in our minds about
what we just observed. Every science experiment begins with aquestion. To carry out God’s command in
Genesis 1:28, man must ask questions. The sole purpose of the scientific method
is to provide an outline for answering a question. 2. Hypothesis: The simplest definition for a hypothesis
is “educated guess.”When we develop a hypothesis, we are guessing at the answer to our question. This is
not a blind guess, this guess requires one to read, research and discuss the question
with experts beforehand. The major premises or worldview used to generate knowledge greatly affects the
hypothesis. It is an important part of the scientific method, because if the
major premises used to develop the hypothesis were false, then the scientific conclusions will be false.
The hypothesis is where deductive and inductive reasoning
merge. The hypothesis is similar to the major premise of a syllogism,
except we do not assume the hypothesis to be true without proof. We test the hypothesis using the
scientific method, and what we believe about the results of our experiment depends on
how much we trust the information used to educate ourselves and develop our worldview. Darwin said “it
is a fatal fault to reason whilst observing, though so necessary beforehand and so
useful afterwards”4. This is excellent advice for any scientist. When conducting an experiment, we should
focus on collecting the data, eliminating bias when possible. We should never cheat and manipulate the
data so it fits our worldview. However, keep in mind the reason any scientist conducts an
experiment is to try to prove a hypothesis that was influenced by their worldview! Being well versed in
the book of God’s word and God’s works will help you build your hypotheses on
a solid-rock foundation rather than a shifty, sandy one based solely on the words of men.
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3. Methods: This section consists of a step-by step experimental procedure, written with enough detail
that someone else could repeat your experiment. It is like writing a recipe, where
your goal is to describe precisely enough that someone can make it the same way you did. The Methods
also contain a listing of materials used to perform the experiment.
4. Results: When performing an experiment, scientists observe and record information, or data, about it,
which is later analyzed and processed. Scientists display the Results of the experiment
in a useful format such as a table or graph, and present it in a way that individuals who know nothing
about the experiment could observe it and draw a proper conclusion.
5. Discussion: As the last section of the scientific method, the scientist discusses whether the hypothesis
was correct and why. David E. Shormann, PhD 15
Also, he lists any sources of error, such as instrument error, measurement errors, etc. Good science
experiments result in more questions to answer using the scientific method. The
Discussion section is the place to present those questions. The goal of the scientific method is the same as
the goal of its founder, Francis Bacon, who wished to see a continual advancement
of learning.We cannot know everything that God knows, and much will always remain a mystery, but if
we humbly seek Him, he will answer our questions and teach us great and unsearchable things that we do
not know (Jeremiah 33:3).

Does God want us to think inductively?
Yes! One of God’s first commands to man in Genesis 1:28 was to think scientifically!
He wants us to find rules for properly managing His creation. However, since man is imperfect, we must
be careful when finding second causes, or the rules we come up with could develop into hollow and
deceptive philosophies (Colossians 2:8). God is the perfect First cause, and only by His
grace can we know anything about the second causes. Francis Bacon hits the nail on the head again when,
after discussing Matthew 22:29, he says that to remove error we must “study first the
Scriptures, revealing the will of God, and then the creatures expressing his power”5. Notice the order,
Bible study first then creature study. Bacon suggested that Scripture, and in particular the Psalms “do
often invite us to consider and magnify the great and wonderful works of God”6.
Being “well versed” in a few dozen Psalms is a good foundation for inductive thinking. Also, good
scientists are observant, and reflection on God’s word will lead to proper conclusions
regarding observation of His works. If Bacon’s assessment of learning is correct,
then examples of exceptional scientists who were students of the Bible as well as students of Creation
should abound. Indeed a multitude of examples exist, men like Copernicus, Kepler, Galileo,
Kelvin, Faraday, and Boyle, to name a few.We have already discussed Leonhard Euler, considered by
other scientists and mathematicians of his time as “the master of us all”7, and Isaac Newton, who
contributed perhaps the single-most important work in the history of science. Now let’s learn about a few
not-sowell- known scientists, their methods, and their incredible contributions.
Francis Bacon
16 The Exchange of Truth

Charles Goodyear (1800-1860)8,9: From an early age, Charles was intensely religious and a selfassigned student of the Bible. His eldest daughter, Ellen, always remembered him fondly and recalled that
he regularly read passages of the Bible to the children. During Goodyear’s time, rubber was just coming
on the scene, but it was leaving as quickly as it came because it melted in the summer
heat and grew hard and brittle in the winter cold. When his hardware business collapsed, Charles made
his mark on the world by inventing a process that would make rubber more durable, known as
vulcanization. Charles arrived at the process mainly through trial and error, meaning he
used many “uneducated guesses” since so little was known about rubber. He believed that God had
chosen him to solve the great rubber mystery, and in his own words he was “the instrument in the hands
of his Maker.” How did Goodyear know that he was the man to solve this problem of rubber’s instability?
I think it was because of his unwavering faith in God. Today, the Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company,
named in his honor, is the world’s largest rubber business. Rubber is now an unbelievably important
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resource, with one cultivated rubber tree existing for every two people on earth.With the invention of
automobiles came a need for rubber tires, hoses, seals, etc.Without Goodyear’s invention, spreading the
Gospel message would be much more difficult indeed (Fig. 2.1).
Figure 2.1. Good tires are helpful!
David E. Shormann, PhD 17

Matthew Maury (1806-1873)10,11. Matthew Maury’s grandfather, the Reverend James Maury, was an
Episcopal clergyman, and instructor of youth at a school where Thomas Jefferson began his education.
Matthew’s father, Richard Maury, would assemble the children every morning and evening to
read the Psalm for the day. Matthew became so familiar with the Psalms that later in life he could quote
them, chapter and verse. Inscribed on his tombstone at the U.S.Naval Academy is Psalm 8:8: “… all that
swim the paths of the seas.”Maury believed that since God said there were paths in the sea, he should
be able to find them. As a Christian, for Maury the paths in the sea were more than an “educated
guess,” they were a truth to discover. In 1855 he wrote the Physical Geography of the Sea, which many
consider as the first oceanography textbook.Many honor Maury as the “Father of oceanography.”
Maury’s major premise was that Scripture was true and God was the Creator, and this
affected his data collecting and his conclusions about that data. It was natural for
him to say things like “whether of the land or the sea, the inhabitants are all His creatures,
subjects of His laws, and agents in His economy”12.
While a hard worker described as the “indefatigable investigator” (by 1854 he had collected data on
380,284 observations),Maury was also a family man, and especially liked young people. One of his
daughters recalled he never had a private study, preferring to work amid his wife and children wherever
they congregated.Maury applied his learning to “use and not to ostentation”13 and provided a great
service to others by making sea travel safer and more efficient.
Wilson Bentley (1865-1931)14. From early childhood, Wilson Bentley was obsessed with snow. A major
premise of his was Job 38:22 “Have you entered the treasury of snow?” On his 17th birthday, his parents
gave him a special camera-microscope, which he used to photograph snowflakes for the next 49
years. Bentley kept meticulous records of his work, so detailed in fact, that we know he took exactly
5,381 pictures of snow crystals (snowflakes are actually clumps of snow crystals), no two of which were
alike. Bentley was confident that God had placed him in Jericho,Vermont, one of the world’s best places
to study snow, to carry out His purposes. In a magazine article, Bentley wrote “so all but infinite is the
number of individual crystals produced by a single snowstorm, and so limitless the variety of form and
structure of these gems from God’s own laboratory.” Bentley showed the world that snowflakes are yet
Matthew Maury
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another example of God’s attribute of “unity amidst diversity.”All six-sided, all made of water, yet no two
alike.

Inductive Reasoning summary:
Inductive reasoning is about finding rules, and the scientific method is a systematic
approach to inductive reasoning. Deductive and inductive reasoning merge
in the hypothesis, and our major premises have a great effect on the hypotheses we
develop. Charles Darwin understood science and the scientific method, but his false major premises (God
did not create separately, don’t know if God exists) created many errors in his scientific
conclusions, which we will discuss later. Christian scientists like the ones we just studied differed from
Darwin in their major premises, and they were confident their work was God’s will for
their lives, laboring in service to Him and their fellow man. As a result, their contributions were quite
beneficial to mankind.We should be as confident as they were that God has a plan for each of us, and we
should be just as committed to carrying out that plan. A major premise we should faithfully proclaim is
“with God, all things are possible” (Matthew 19:26).

Critical thinking:

65

The “critical” in critical thinking does not mean “crucial,” or “high priority,” it means “criticize.” To think
critically means to question. For example, if someone told you “I have a pet frog that is purple and spits
fire,” if you were thinking critically, you may ask questions like “Where did you get your frog?”, “What
kind of frog is it?” “Where is it from?”, “Is this a real frog?”, “May I see your frog?” The Web site,
www.criticalthinking.org, says “thinking, to be critical, must not be accepted at face value but must be
analyzed for its clarity, accuracy, precision, relevance, depth, breadth, and logicalness.” The Web site
describes these statements as “universal intellectual standards,” which should
“help guide students to better reasoning.” Since the essence of critical thinking deals with questioning,
when we hear or read something, we should ask questions like “Could you elaborate further?”,
“How do you know what you are saying is true?”, “Could you be more specific?”, “How are your
statements connected to the question?”“How are you considering the problems with your question?” “Do
we need to consider another point of view?” “Does this make sense?” Since scientific thinking also
David E. Shormann, PhD 19

starts with questioning, it is a form of critical thinking. Scientists test hypotheses by experimentation, and
use the results to draw conclusions. Critical thinking, like scientific thinking, is a systematic method of
inquiry.

History of Critical thinking
While not given credit in the “history of the idea of critical thinking” section on www.criticalthinking.org,
obviously Solomon, who lived around 950 B.C. and wrote most of the book of Proverbs, understood
critical thinking. For example, Proverbs 14:8 describes the essence of critical thinking: “The wisdom
of the prudent is to understand his way.” To understand if you are going the right way, you have to think
about it and ask questions like “is this the right way?”, “how can I be sure?”
Socrates lived around 450 B.C., and questioned common beliefs and explanations of his day. He is the
man most scholars consider as setting the agenda for the tradition of critical thinking. Socrates believed
“the unexamined life is not worth living” and “no man knowingly does evil.”15. He believed correct
action involved thought, so someone who does evil did not know they were doing evil.
They put Socrates on trial, charged him with corrupting the young and showing disrespect for religious
traditions, and sentenced him to death by poisoning. Jesus Christ lived around 0 B.C.While no one in
secular critical thinking circles typically gives Him credit for developing critical thinking, Jesus definitely
“put thought to his ways,” and questioned even the motives of God (Matthew 27: 46). Jesus died on the
cross, sentenced to death because He questioned the religious traditions of the time.
Another important figure in the history of critical thinking was Francis Bacon (1561-1626).
www.criticalthinking.org says that his book, The Advancement of Learning, “is considered one of the
earliest texts in critical thinking, for his agenda was very much the traditional agenda of critical thinking.”
We have already researched Bacon’s agenda in some detail, and we know he emphasized studying “first
the Scriptures, revealing the will of God, and then the creatures expressing his power”16. In Bacon’s
mind, the continual improvement in our knowledge would only happen by unifying and putting
into action our knowledge of Scripture and of Nature. Bacon despised those who thought human
reasoning alone was the correct way to think. This was a prevalent form of teaching during his time,
which he considered a “disease of learning.”He was certain that learning could only advance by reading a
variety of books including the Bible, as well as contemplating God’s works.He considered
the “undertakers of learning” to be people whose 20 The Exchange of Truth
pride inclined them to leave the oracle of God’s word and to vanish in the mixture of their own
inventions, so in the inquisition of nature they ever left the oracle of God’s works and adored the
deceiving and deformed images which the uneven mirror of their own minds or a few received authors did
represent unto them17.
One of Bacon’s most important major premises was that human reasoning alone would not advance
learning, and a unified study of “divinity and philosophy” was the only way to advance learning.

Critical thinking today
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Current teachings of critical thinking involve human reasoning alone as the source of knowledge, which is
the method Bacon condemned. Therefore, there is an “exchange of truth” on the criticalthinking.org Web
site, because Bacon’s agenda was not the agenda of today’s form of critical thinking. This is obvious
because the one question not asked on this Web site is “What does Scripture say about this?”, a question
Bacon would have asked when thinking critically. The 1998 article titled Critical Thinking: What It Is
and Why It Counts, defines a good critical thinker as someone who is “trustful of reason, open-minded”18,
among other things. Unfortunately, this article did not list “trustful of Scripture” as one of the attributes of
a good critical thinker. Another huge exchange of truth in today’s version of critical thinking is the
lack of emphasis on memorization. In the report Critical Thinking, What It Is and Why It Counts,when
trying to define critical thinking the author says “ you don’t really want a definition plopped on the page
for you to memorize, do you? That would be silly, almost counterproductive”19. According to this
report, proper thinking emphasizes mathematical reasoning, historical reasoning, geographical reasoning,
etc. I doubt that Francis Bacon, who wrote down over 1600 memorized quotations just for fun, would
agree at all with today’s system of critical thinking!

Time to get back to a Biblical view of critical thinking
Jesus rebuked those who did not know God’s word or His works (Matthew 22:29),
as well as those who did not know God’s word but did know God’s works:
“Hypocrites! You know how to discern the face of the sky, but you cannot discern the
signs of the times” (Matthew 16:2).
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What should be our primary use of knowledge? According to Bacon, our primary purpose for acquiring
knowledge is to glorify God and to relieve man’s condition, making life better for mankind. Secondary
uses of knowledge include satisfying our curiosity, winning an argument, or earning a living20.
There should be a balance to our learning, not overly relying on man’s mind21, and not being excessively
critical (like Socrates), or not critical enough22. Following God’s word and praying for His will to be
done helps us discern when to stop and start the questioning. If we don’t know His will, we can never
stop questioning, and our lives will not advance but will stagnate in a quagmire of unanswered questions.

Chapter 2 summary:
Critical Thinking is scientific thinking, because both are about asking questions.
The scientific method provides a framework for thinking inductively, just like syllogisms provide a
framework for thinking deductively. Critical thinking is a great concept, but the modern definition is
flawed because it is based on the false major premises that human reasoning is superior, and that
memorization is not necessary. Real critical thinking involves having a firm foundation based on the
study of God’s word and God’s works, God’s works including man and the study of man, or
humanities.We should memorize as much as possible, or at least know where to find the information we
need to answer our questions. They persecuted Socrates when he questioned the religious leaders of his
day. They persecuted Jesus when he questioned the religious leaders of his day. They persecuted Galileo
when he questioned the religious leaders of his day (the Catholic church, who accepted a geocentric view
of the universe based not on Scripture, but Aristotle, which differed from the observations made by
Galileo)23. They could persecute you for questioning today’s leaders who have exchanged the truth of
God for a lie. If the Author of truth could not convince those around him that He was
who He said He was, you will have an even harder time convincing everyone you meet that God is the
Creator, the Author of Science, and the Author and perfector of our faith. God gives humans freedom to
choose.He even gave this freedom to angels, as we know Satan rebelled against God.
Therefore, because God has given us such liberty, we should expect opposition and setbacks, but we can
also be confident of many victories. In the words of Leonhard Euler “God…. places men, every instant, in
circumstances the most favorable, and from which, they may derive motives the most powerful,
to produce their conversion”24. Pray that God will use you and that He will put 22 The Exchange of Truth
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the words in your mouth that may lead someone to exchange a lie for truth, and if necessary, lead them to
salvation. If it is you that needs to repent of your sins, then don’t wait a minute longer. If you repent and
confess with your mouth that Jesus is Lord, He will save you from eternal death (Romans 10:9).
Remember also the stories of the scientists we have studied, and be confident
that studying His word together with His works is the right way to learn. Trust
that He has a special plan for your life which you won’t reveal by reasoning
alone.
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Christmas and Genesis, Jesus: the pre-existent one; the
Word
The baby whose birth we celebrate at Christmas is the Creator of the
world! See John 1:1–5, especially v. 3: ‘All things were made through Him,
and without Him was not anything made that was made.’
At Christmas, churches often read the early chapters of the Gospels. It is the
Gospel of John which goes back the furthest. While Matthew and Luke tell us about
the conception and birth of the One, John 1 goes back way further to before He was
conceived. In fact, it reaches back even further than Genesis, as shown
above. Genesis 1 is the account of the creation of the space-time universe,
but John 1 tells us that Jesus and the Father existed before creation, before time, in
eternity past. Indeed, as above,Genesis 1:1 really takes over at John 1:3.
John calls Jesus the ‘Word’, or in Greek, the logos. Why? This comes from the
Jewish concept of thememra. This teaching can be found in the Targums, Aramaic
paraphrases of the Old Testament.1 Where the Old Testament says something is
done by God, the Targums often said it was done by the memra of God. The Rabbis
never tried to explain the paradox, because the OT also sometimes describes
several personages simultaneously as the LORD (YHWH) who is one (e.g. Genesis
19:24, Isaiah 48:16). They taught six things about this memra, and John
1 identifies Jesus of Nazareth as the embodiment of all aspects of the memra:2

John 1 reaches back even further than Genesis ….Genesis 1 is the account of
the creation of the space-time universe, but John 1tells us that Jesus and
the Father existed before creation, before time, in eternity past. … Genesis
1:1 really takes over atJohn 1:3.

Sometimes with God, sometimes the same as God
In the beginning, was the word, the word was with God (John 1:1).

Agent of creation
All things were made by or through him, and without him was not anything made
that had been made(John 1:3)

Agent of salvation
But as many as received him, to them gave he the right to become children of God,
even to them that believe on his name. (John 1:12)
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Agent of revelation
No one has seen God at any time; the only begotten God who is in the bosom of
the Father, He has explained Him. (John 1:18)

Means by which God became visible (called a theophany)
And the word became flesh and dwelt among us. (John 1:14)

Means by which He made His covenants
The Law was given by Moses, grace and truth came by Jesus Christ. (John 1:17).

Was Jesus born on Christmas day?
CMI is not claiming that Jesus was born on 25 December. Fact is, we
don’t know which day He arrived. But a common argument against
25 December is that shepherds would not have been watching their
flocks by night in December because it would be too cold. But those
who make that claim clearly have never been to Bethlehem. Just
because shepherds in Europe and North America are indoors in
December, it doesn’t follow that shepherds in Bethlehem are also
indoors. They are indeed to be found watching their flocks by
night.2 Indeed, it’s a very good time, because the heavy winter rains
make the grass especially lush.
Illustration from www.istockphoto.com
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The proto-Gospel of Genesis 3:15: God would come as a
seed of a woman
After Adam and Eve fell into sin, God pronounced judgment on them. But along
with judgment, God provided an escape. He made this intriguing promise to Eve
in Genesis 3:15 (addressing the serpent):
‘And I will put enmity between you and the woman, and between your offspring and
hers; he will crush your head, and you will strike his heel.’
Many have interpreted the seed in this verse as the Messiah, including the Jewish
Targums, hence the Talmudic expression ‘heels of the Messiah’.3 This verse hints at
the Virginal Conception prophesied in Isaiah 7:14, as the Messiah is called the seed
of the woman, contrary to the normal biblical practice of referring to the father
rather than the mother of a child (cf. Genesis chapters 5 and 11, 1 Chr. chapters 1–
9). The early church called this passage the Protevangelion, the first mention of
the Gospel in the Bible.
But there was a very interesting sequel. When Eve bore Cain, she said something
so apparently out of the ordinary that many Bible translators can’t believe she said
it. The Hebrew literally says, ‘I have gotten a man: the LORD (YHWH)’, or ‘I have
received a man, namely Jehovah’, as Martin Luther put it.4 The Hebrew Christian
scholar Dr Arnold Fruchtenbaum believes that Eve’s actual statement shows that
she understood that the seed would be both God and man, but she was grossly
mistaken in believing that Cain was the seed in question.5,6 Rather, the seed of the
woman would be born about 4000 years later, to the virgin Mary in Bethlehem. I.e.
Eve’s theology was accurate; it was only herapplication that was faulty.
See below for Fruchtenbaum’s support for this.

Eve and the God-Man
Fruchtenbaum supports the interpretation referred to in the main text (that Eve
believed she was giving birth to the promised divine seed) by pointing out that the
word YHWH is preceded by the untranslated accusative particle ( תאet), which
marks the object of the verb, in this case ‘gotten’.7 Genesis 4:1 reads, ‘And Adam
knew Eve his wife; and she conceived, and bare Cain, and said, I have gotten a
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man: the LORD(YHWH/Yahweh/Jehovah).’ Compare the last few words of this, and
the Hebrew, with the account of Abel’s birth in the next verse:
‘… and said, I have gotten a man: YHWH’

וַתּאמֶר ָקנִיתִי אִישׁ אֶת־יהוה׃
‘And she again bare his brother: Abel.’

וַתּסֶף ָל ֶלדֶת אֶת־אָחִיו אֶת־ ָהבֶל
There is no doubt that brother and Abel are one and the same. But the same exact
Hebrew construction implies that likewise, man and the LORD were one and the
same.
The Midrash Rabbah also cites Rabbi Akiba, admitting that the Hebrew construction
would seem to imply that Eve thought she was begetting YHWH, which created
interpretive difficulties for them, so the translation ‘with the help of the Lord’ is
required8—as the NASB also renders it.
The Jerusalem Targum reads: ‘I have gotten a man: the angel of Jehovah’, while
the Targum Pseudo-Jonathan says: I have gotten for a man the angel of
Jehovah’.9 The Targums often substituted ‘Angel of God’ or ‘Word of God’ for ‘God’.

Why did Jesus have to be born? The Genesis connection
Luke traces Jesus’ human lineage from Mary all the way back up to Adam.
There is not the slightest hint of a break showing where historical
characters end and mythical figures begin—all are treated as equally
historical; none are mythical
In chapter 3 of his Gospel, Luke traces Jesus’ human lineage from Mary all the way
back up to Adam. There is not the slightest hint of a break showing where historical
characters end and mythical figures begin—all are treated as equally historical;
none are mythical. This includes Adam himself, who was created directly by God,
not through a long line of ape-like ancestors or pond scum (Luke 3:38).
So why is it so important that Jesus, the ‘last Adam’ is a descendant of a real first
man, Adam (cf. 1 Corinthians 15:45)? This common descent from a real Adam is
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also vital for the Atonement. The prophet Isaiah spoke of the coming Messiah as
literally the ‘Kinsman-Redeemer’, i.e. one who is related by blood to those he
redeems (Isaiah 59:20, which uses the same Hebrew word

( גואלgôēl) as is used to

describe Boaz in relation to Naomi in Ruth 2:20, 3:1–4:17). The book of Hebrews
also explains how Jesus took upon Himself the nature of a man to save mankind,
but not angels (Hebrews 2:11–18). So only Adam’s descendants can be saved,
because only thus can they be related by blood to the Last Adam.
So if anyone thinks that Genesis history doesn’t matter, then ask how they should
preach to the Australian Aborigines. If they have really been here for 40,000 years
(according to carbon-14 dating that old-earthers accept), then how could they
come from Adam, and how could they be related to Christ, so how can they be
saved? Indeed, a compromising clergyman of Darwin’s day, Charles Kingsley,
claimed that Aborigines had not evolved enough to preach the gospel to them!
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The Resurrection and Genesis
Photo wikipedia.com

Resurrection and Genesis

by Lita Cosner
Published: 10 April 2009(GMT+10)
On Easter, many Christians around the world celebrate the Resurrection of our
“great God and Saviour, Jesus Christ” (Titus 2:13). For them, this is the most
important holiday of the Christian calendar. The doctrine of the Resurrection of
Christ is one of the most important doctrines of Christianity; without the
Resurrection, we have no hope of salvation from our sins (1 Corinthians 15:12–18).
The pagan culture of the first century did not accept resurrection even as a
possibility, and non-Christians today are just as resistant to the idea, even coming
up with ludicrous theories where Jesus was not really dead when He went to the
tomb to try to explain His appearance three days later. Or they claim that His
appearance was spiritual; that perhaps it was a hallucination or a vision, but
certainly not a physical manifestation.
But ancient people had language to speak about spirits and ghosts, and indeed,
that would have gone over much better with people in the Greco-Roman culture.
But when they say that Jesus was resurrected, they mean precisely that He was
brought back to life in a physical body.

Jesus’ Resurrection as a Historical Event
When we call Jesus’ resurrection a historical event, we must define ‘historical’,
because unbelieving scholars use different definitions of ‘historical’ to deem Christ’s
resurrection unhistorical. So we must explore the different uses of historical to
determine in which senses we mean when we speak of Christ’s resurrection as a
historical event.1

The doctrine of the Resurrection of Christ is one of the most important
doctrines of Christianity; without the Resurrection, we have no hope of
salvation from our sins(1 Corinthians 15:12–18)
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The simplest definition of ‘historical event’ is simply something that happened,
whether or not it is important in terms of world history, whether or not there is a
record or even a witness of it. So by this definition, anything that happens is
historical. So Jesus’ resurrection is historical in this sense. New Testament scholar
N.T. Wright calls this definition “history as event”.1 Another definition is “history as
significant event;” hardly anyone who believes that the Resurrection of Christ is
historical in the first sense would argue that it is not in the second sense.
What is usually contested is whether or not Jesus’ Resurrection is historical in the
sense of being aprovable event. Skeptics of the Resurrection accounts sometimes
argue that all we have are the accounts in the Gospels which were written decades
later, and even those do not depict the actual moment of the Resurrection. They
argue that in the intervening decades mythology took over and they explained the
missing body of Jesus with a Resurrection story. But this view is flawed on several
points.

The earliest evidence
First, the accounts in the Gospels are neither the only nor the earliest evidence we
have of Christian writing about the Resurrection. That honor goes to 1
Thessalonians; one of the earliest of Paul’s letters, which will be examined below,
which was written around AD 50.2 So we have evidence that about two decades
after Christ’s death, there was a group of people who insisted He was raised from
the dead, and had built a decent portion of their theology around that fact, which
doesn’t happen overnight. But the Gospel accounts, while penned decades after the
events they describe (AD c. 30–33), go back to early oral tradition, which seems
remarkably untainted by ‘theologizing’ on the part of the authors.

The Gospel accounts
The Resurrection accounts in the four canonical Gospels (penned from AD 55–853)
are often criticized for being contradictory, but many of the alleged contradictions
are no more than we would expect from any four different accounts of an event
several decades after the fact. They include things such as who precisely made up
the group of women who went to the tomb, whether there was one angel or two,
and so on. Most of these are not even contradictory, and the critics clearly don’t
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understand logic, since they are not mutually exclusive; for instance, one account
may mention only the angel who spoke, while the other account mentioned both
angels. It would be a contradiction if one account specified only one angel.
It makes sense that the men who wrote the accounts might recall different details,
even seemingly conflicting details, in their retelling of the event. What
does not make sense is to say that since the authors include different women in the
group that went to the tomb, the Resurrection obviously did not occur, and the
same goes with all the other alleged contradictions.4

The Early Church
One of the strongest evidences for the historical nature of the Resurrection is
somewhat indirect, in that it is required to explain a series of historical events,
which make absolutely no sense unless the Resurrection actually happened. First,
the disciples of Jesus went from cowering in an upper room (Peter had apparently
already gone back to fishing), afraid for their lives, to proclaiming in the streets a
little over a month later that Jesus was the Jewish Messiah and had risen from the
dead. Ten of the apostles were martyred in various ways; only John died of old age,
and Christians underwent many different periods of persecution, both at the local
and state level. One could argue that many Christians were deluded, but to say that
the apostles would die for what they knew to be a lie stretches credulity.5
That they were claiming He was resurrected was about the most unlikely way a
first-century Jew would have explained an empty tomb. First-century Jews had
diverse beliefs about the afterlife, from the Sadducees who did not believe in the
Resurrection at all, to Pharisees, who believed in the Resurrection (but even among
them there was diversity of opinion as to whether the unrighteous would be
resurrected). But no type of Judaism believed that one person was going to be
resurrected before everyone else; this is likely why the disciples had no idea what
Jesus was talking about when He predicted His death and resurrection; the belief
that the resurrection was something that would happen all at once at the end of
time, whether to everyone or to the righteous only, rendered His words
incomprehensible to them until they actually saw the Resurrection.

Implications of Christ’s Resurrection for His Followers
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There is evidence that, almost from the beginning of the Christian movement,
Christ’s resurrection was used to explain what His believers would experience in the
Resurrection. In fact, one thing that marks the Gospel accounts out as going back
to a very early oral tradition that was not tampered with by the Gospel authors is
the distinct lack of such extrapolation from Christ’s resurrection to our own.6 In 1
Thessalonians 1:10, Paul calls Jesus “[God’s] Son from Heaven, whom He raised
from the dead.” He does not return to resurrection until near the end of the letter
in 4:13–18, but that short passage is very important for reconstructing early
Christian belief in the Resurrection, because it is the earliest example of
Resurrection theology: “We believe that Jesus died and rose again and so we
believe that God will bring with Jesus those who have fallen asleep in him.” So the
Resurrection of Jesus becomes the basis for the Christian’s resurrection when He
returns. InPhilippians 3:20-21, we find the explicit statement that our resurrection
bodies will be just like Jesus’.

Christ as the Firstfruits of the Resurrection and the Last Adam
The most important developments of Paul’s theology regarding the resurrection of
believers are his statements in 1 Corinthians 15 and Romans 5:12–21 (penned in
53–54 AD7 and 57–58 AD,8 respectively). In the former we find for the first time
the reason why Christians can expect to be resurrected because of Jesus’
resurrection; Jesus is “the firstfruits” of the Resurrection, a guarantee that those
who are under him will also be raised when He returns (1 Corinthians 15:23).

Paul made a clear contrast between the sin of the first man, Adam, vs. the
Last Adam, Christ. Adam’s sin makes us all sinners by nature, but Jesus’s
sacrifice enabled our sin to be imputed (credited) to Him (Isaiah 53:6), and
His perfect life enabled His righteousness to be imputed to believers in Him
(2 Corinthians 5:21).
Paul made a clear contrast between the sin of the first man, Adam, vs. the Last
Adam, Christ. Adam’s sin makes us all sinners by nature, but Jesus’s sacrifice
enabled our sin to be imputed (credited) to Him (Isaiah 53:6), and His perfect life
enabled His righteousness to be imputed to believers in Him (2 Corinthians 5:21).
This is hard for modern Westerners to understand, because Western culture is very
individualistic. But in New Testament time, and indeed in most cultures today, they
thought in collective terms, so would readily understand this. That is, the actions of
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one person necessarily affected the whole; especially the actions of the head of a
certain group. And if corporate punishment is ‘unjust’, whatever that might mean in
an atheistic framework, then so is corporate redemption.
Paul essentially makes the argument that there are two ultimate ‘heads’ of two
types of humanity; Adam and Christ.9 All people are under either one or the other,
and the action of one’s ‘head’ determines their standing before God:
‘Paul is insisting that people were really ‘made’ sinners through Adam’s act of
disobedience just as they were really ‘made righteous’ through Christ’s obedience.
… To be righteous does not mean to be morally upright, but to be judged acquitted,
cleared of all charges, in the heavenly judgment. Through Christ’s obedient act,
people became really righteous; but ‘righteousness’ itself is a legal, not a moral,
term in this context.’10
Adam was the firstfruits of death, in a manner of speaking; the first sentence in
history to capital punishment (Genesis 3:19) showed that all who were under him
would also die. Paul calls Jesus the ‘Last Adam’, because humanity’s relationship to
Adam is the only one that remotely resembles the relationship of Christians to
Christ. Even so, most of the time Paul talks about them in terms of contrasting the
two; the only similarity he ever brings out between the two is that both were heads
of humanity whose actions had far-reaching consequences for those under
them.11 This similarity is the foundation for the contrasts he goes on to point out.12
There are several important points of contrast that Paul brings out in the two key
passages:
1. The effects of Adam’s sin are universal; Christ’s obedience and sacrifice are
only effective for those who believe (i.e. ‘those who receive’—Romans 5:17).
2. Christ’s action itself is infinitely better than Adam’s action, as are the results
of the action. Adam’s disobedience occurred when men were morally ‘neutral’
and it made them morally evil, and resulted in both the physical death and
spiritual estrangement from God of every person descended from him.
Christ’s life of obedience and selfless sacrifice, on the other hand, occurred
when we were morally evil and makes us morally ‘good’ (Romans 5:16).
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3. Christ Himself is infinitely better than Adam was, even before the first man
fell, in that while Adam received life as a gift from God, Christ has the power
and authority to bring His new humanity into being (1 Corinthians 15:45).13

The first man, Adam: a historical figure
This comparison between Adam and Christ is absolutely essential to Paul’s
argumentation, and his theology of the Resurrection in general. This requires that
both Adam and Christ be historical figures who both have a kind of headship over
the humanity that is under them, whose actions had widespread consequences for
those under them.
More specifically, it requires that Adam be the literal ancestor of all humans whose
sin really caused the introduction of death and the estrangement of humanity from
God, just as Christ is a historical human being whose life of obedience to God and
sacrificial death reconcile us to God and pay the sin-debt in a way that no one else
could.
Some argue that it is not necessary for Adam to be historical. C.K. Barrett is typical
of this view:

The Resurrection of Christ marks the dawning of what can quite literally be
called a ‘new humanity’ under Christ, but if our sinfulness does not come
from being under a sinful head of humanity, the first Adam, then we
cannot be made righteous under a new head of humanity, the Last Adam,
Jesus Christ.
“Sin and death, traced back by Paul to Adam, are a description of humanity as it
empirically is. For this reason the historicity of Adam is unimportant. It is
impossible to draw the parallel conclusion that the historicity of Christ is equally
unimportant. The significance of Christ is that of impingement upon a historical
sequence of sin and death. Sin and death (to change the metaphor) are in
possession of the field, and if they are to be driven from it this must be by the
arrival of new forces which turn the scale of the battle, that is, by a new event. As
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Paul knew, this event had happened very recently, and its character as historical
event raised no doubt or problem in his mind. This observation is not intended as a
defence of the Gospel narratives as historical documents; they are entirely open to
question and must stand their own ground. But so far as the ‘Second Adam’ or
‘Heavenly man’ figure is mythological, the myth has been historicized by Paul, and
that not only because he was aware of Jesus as a historical person, but because a
historical person was needed by the theological argument.”14
But his argument fails because it requires sinfulness and mortality to be the original
state of humanity. But the whole point is that sin and death were
themselves intruded on human history when Adam disobeyed God’s command. This
is the reason why Christ’s obedience and sacrificial death were needed to overturn
the rule of sin and death15. If Jesus has to be a historical person, so does Adam.
The historicity of the person of Jesus and His sacrifice means that we will be free
from sin and death in the Resurrection. But without the historicity of Adam, we do
not know why the world was under the rule of sin and death in the first place. If
death had always been a part of the created order, part of what God called “very
good”, then there is no way that death could be called the ‘last enemy’. Even
Barrett has to admit that Paultreats Adam as a historical figure.16

Conclusion: without a historical Adam and Fall, the Gospel
dangles rootlessly
As CMI has explained before, it is possible to be a Christian while not believing that
the first chapters of Genesis relate historical events. However, it leaves those
Christians with little foundation to resist the attacks and ridicule of sceptics,
atheists, liberal religious leaders, fellow students, or work-mates, etc. That’s
because those few chapters set the stage for everything to come, both in the Old
and New Testament. Genesis is the foundation of the Gospel; without that we are
left without an explanation for the origin of everything Christ came to remedy (see
also Biblical creation impedes evangelism?). The Resurrection of Christ marks the
dawning of what can quite literally be called a ‘new humanity’ under Christ, but if
our sinfulness does not come from being under a sinful head of humanity, the first
Adam, then we cannot be made righteous under a new head of humanity, the Last
Adam, Jesus Christ. They logically stand or fall together, as Paul realized.
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Fifteen reasons to consider Genesis real
history
From: Search result 15 Reasons To Take Genesis As History
© Don Batten, Ph.D. , Jonathan Sarfati, Ph.D.
Search result: Don Batten, Ph.D. ; Jonathan Sarfati, Ph.D.
Two millennia ago, the apostle Paul wrote to his fellow Christians: "... and every
pretension that sets itself up against the knowledge of God, and bringing into
captivity every thought to the obedience of Christ" ( 2 Cor. 10:5 ).Over the past
two centuries, mainly, perhaps, the source of "that exalts itself against the
knowledge of God" was the materialism - the doctrine that there is nothing but
matter. The climax of this dogma was the historical materialism, claiming that the
origin and history of the universe can be explained solely by natural processes.
In the natural sciences such as astronomy, geology, biology, there are elements
that are based on materialistic assumptions and at the same time they are used for
reinforcement. These elements - the Big Bang cosmology in astronomy, the theory
of uniformitarianism in geology and evolution (the origin of all the giant spectrum of
living organisms) in biology. All three of these elements, not just the theory of
evolution, are opposed to the traditional notion of the biblical history of the world,
based on chapters 1-11 of Genesis (and not just the first chapter alone!).
However, despite all this, there are good reasons to take Genesis 1-11 as a
chronicle of true historical events. Here are the reasons:

1. Christian, a follower of Christ, should follow His example and in
regard to the relationship to the Old Testament.
Jesus perceived the Old Testament Scriptures as the Word of God is the Word
spoken by God or inspired by His Holy Spirit, though written by a human hand
( Mat. 19:4, 5; 22:31, 32, 43 , March. 12:26 ; Bow . 20:37 ), so even the smallest
letter or a dash "will not pass away" ( Mat. 5:18 ; Luke 16:17 ). Jesus quoted as
immutable truths of almost all the Old Testament books, thus confirming the
authenticity of the canon known to us.

1

Therefore, can not be considered any sort was part of the Holy Scriptures flawed on
the grounds that it allegedly is the fruit of fabrications "uneducated savages"
("primitive shepherds", "nomadic Semites," etc.).
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The only correct method of hermeneutics (interpretation), coincides with the
method of Jesus, includes a exegesis: we read in the Scriptures only what really
say its authors, and not what we would like them to ascribe. Be honest and sincere
reading Scripture, we find in it what God says, not what we, the readers, want to
subtract, do more "palatable" to adapt to popular opinion.
This is not a superstitious worship of the Bible, which arrogantly accuse those who
believe in the divine inspiration of Scripture. In contrast, only obeying the dominion
of Christ, Christians can learn from Him. Jesus in his sermons and then says: "For it
[the Old Testament] ...", thereby confirming the inerrancy of Scripture. He not only
jealous of his listeners to the Bible - He rebukes them a lack of knowledge of
Scripture ( Mat. 22:29 ; March. 12:24 )! In fact, Jesus states the historical accuracy
even those fragments of Scripture that modern skeptics seem most suspicious (see
paragraph 2 and footnote 2 ).
Infallibility and inerrancy of Scripture logically from the representations of Jesus
divine inspiration of the sacred text: how could God inspire a mistake? If Scripture
contains errors, then anyone who points them out, thus claims infallibility inherent
to God alone. Logical culmination of this approach is the ultra-liberal "Jesus
Seminar", where they cast lots to determine whether or not Christ uttered the
words attributed to him the Bible.
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Scripture can not have the ultimate authority, if it is not error-free. Otherwise, we
can assume that words such as "love your enemy", "Do not steal" or "If we confess
our sins, He is faithful and righteous to forgive us our sins and to cleanse us from
all unrighteousness" - also a mistake!
Sometimes we hear is: "The Bible has authority in matters of faith and
practice." But this view is dangerously narrow, because if you can not trust the
Bible, for example, in matters of history, then how can you trust it in matters of
faith and practice (theology)? In the Gospel of Luke 16:31 says: "If Moses and the
Prophets do not listen, then if someone rises from the dead, they will not
believe." And Jesus asked Nicodemus, "If I told you earthly things, and ye believe
not, - how will you believe if I tell you heavenly things?" ( Jn. 3:12 ). So if you can
not trust the Bible in terrestrial matters why should we trust her heavenly matters
(forgiveness, heaven, moral law)?
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Among evangelical Christians spread the so-called "Chicago Statement" of the
infallibility of the Bible,

4

which is consistent with the teachings of Christ: "As the

Scripture says, that God says. May He be glorious. Amen and Amen. "
However, there is absolutely necessary to make a reservation. Faith in the
infallibility of Scripture does not mean stubborn literalism (psevdoargument favorite
opponents of Christianity). Defenders of the infallibility of the Bible, and we are
among them, used the classic, orthodox grammatical-historical hermeneutics,
which takes into account techniques such as metaphor, hyperbole, etc.
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In other

words, we take literally only those elements of the sacred text, which are clearly
designed for literal perception (including chapters of Genesis 1-11). See
also. refutation other psevdoargumentov to which, unfortunately, have resorted
scholars such as JP Moreland (JP Moreland
Dembski

7
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) and William Dembski (Wm.

), typically characterized by scientific consistency.

2. Jesus clearly believed the facts of the creation of Adam and Eve
and the story of the Flood.
Jesus claimed the reality of many people, the existence of which they do not believe
the skeptics, and many events that, according to those same skeptics never
occurred. Among these people and events - Adam and Eve ( Mat. l9 :3-6 ; March.
10:2-9 ), Abel ( Luke. 11:51 ), Noah and the Flood ( Mat. 24:37-39 ; Onions.
17:26-27 ), Abraham ( Jn. 8:56-58 ), the story of Sodom and Gomorrah ( Mat.
10:15, 11:23, 24 ), the story of Jonah and the great fish ( Matthew. 12:39 41 ). One of two things: Either Jesus was wrong, and in this case he does not
deserve our worship, or the skeptics are wrong and their allies. Furthermore, Jesus
clearly made it clear that the story for him - this is not billions of years, at the end
of which there is a person on the contrary, to Jesus the person is in the beginning
of creation (eg in March. 10:6 ,Lk. 11:50 - 51 ).
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Christ was fully God, and God is never wrong. But some in the church, trying to
disguise the faith of Jesus in the recent creation of all things, asserts that He in His
humanity could be wrong. This view is called the "kenotic heresy," runs counter to
the text of the Letter to thePhilippians 2:6-11 . However, the "humiliation" was
actually adding Christ's human nature to His divine nature ("the Word became
flesh" - Jn. 1:14 ), and not by reducing the number of attributes of divinity. Jesus
according to His will not support some of his attributes are not dependent on the
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power of the Father (say, omniscience) - why he did not know the day and hour of
His second coming, although he could at any time use them - for example, to learn
person's thoughts. But Jesus never refused such absolute attributes as His perfect
goodness, truth, mercy, etc.
Thus, all that Jesus taught, He preached from the standpoint of absolute infallibility
( Mat. 24:35 , 28:18 ). He himself said: "The words that I speak to you are spirit
and life" ( Jn. 6:63 ). And he warned: "For whoever is ashamed of Me and My
words, the Son of man be ashamed, when he cometh in the glory of His Father and
of the holy angels" ( Luke. 9:26 ).
Moreover, even on the all-knowing God the Father, Jesus spoke from the standpoint
of absolute authority ( Jn. 5:30 , 8:28 ). So those who claim that the Bible has
errors and that Jesus too was wrong, because he was a man must take the next
logical step: blame the mistakes of God the Father!
Moreover, such critics often confuse the following pairs of concepts: Adapting to the
limitations of mortal mankind does not mean the permissibility of deception. So, the
mother of four year old child can say, "You grew in my tummy" - it would be an
oversimplification, but not cheating. If to say, "the stork brought thee", it will open
deceit. Likewise, God, the Giver of truth, sometimes condescends to simplifications
(eg, as modern scientists, the Earth takes as its starting point) and
anthropomorphizing, but I never make mistakes.
Limitation does not mean a misunderstanding. When the Second Person of the
Trinity incarnated in Jesus of Nazareth, he deliberately refused to omniscience, that
is His humanity did not know everything. However, this does not mean that his
knowledge was wrong. Human understanding in general is limited, but it does not
mean that true understanding is impossible!

3. Genesis - a real historical record.
In Hebrew there were special grammatical structures for the description of real
historical events. These structures are found in 1-11 chapters of Genesis, as well as
in Chapter 12, and further, in the books of Exodus, Joshua, Judges, etc. These
structures - not poetry or allegory.Genesis dotted union reps "and", which is typical
for historical purposes. Verb forms in the first chapter of Genesis is also ideal for
the real historical descriptions: this elapsed time, listing a series of events held in
the past. In this case only the first verb "bara" ("create") is in perfect form, while
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the rest - imperfect.

9 , 10

parallelism, this is a typical feature of Hebrew poetry (see

many psalms) Genesis almost missing - or rather, is found only in quotations from
someone's speech.
The most obvious structural parallel of Genesis to the Book Number 7:10-84 . Both
texts - structured narrative, both contain the Hebrew word "

 יוםyom "meaning" day

"with an ordinal number, more precisely, in both refers to the sequence of days,
and again repeatedly found grammatical structure with multiple repetition of the
word" and. " In the seventh chapter Number each of the twelve tribes of sacrifices
on a particular day:
The first day brought his offering was Nahshon the son of Amminadab, of the tribe
of Judah ...
On the second day Nathanael the son of Zuar, chief of the tribe of Issachar ...
On the third day the prince of the children of Zebulun was Eliab the son of Helon ...
On the twelfth day the prince of the children of Naphtali was Ahira the son of Enan
...
This parallel is further strengthened if we note that in the seventh chapter Number
not only lists the days, but individual poems (eg, 10 and 84 ) still include structure
"when it was anointed," which can be attributed to each of the days of this
sequence. And no one doubts that we are talking about the most ordinary days
duration per day. This allows you to refute claims by some critics that, judging by
the expression " ביוםbyom, in a time when "11 of Genesis 2:4 , summarizing the
week of Creation, the days referred to in Genesis 1, differed entirely different
duration. "At a time when" - it's just a colloquial expression in the sense no
different from a simple "when."
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About structured narrative of the Book of Numbers 7, which includes a sequence of
days, no one comes to mind to say that it is not a historical record, and just a
poetic device, applied in theological purposes. Nobody doubts that the days of the
Number 7 - it's just a few days.
Consequently, there is no grammatical reason for denying the same fact with
respect to the first chapter of Genesis. Genesis 1 - also a real historical
record. Hebraists scientists claim that Genesis was created as a historical
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chronicle. Here he writes, for example, the Oxford Bible scholar James Barr (James
Barr):
"... In all probability, to my knowledge, none of the known world universities no
teacher of Hebrew or Old Testament, which he did not believe that the author (s) of
Genesis 1-11 intended to inform the readers the following:
1. Creation of the world happened over six consecutive days, each of which, as
in our time, consisted of 24 hours;
2. numbers in the genealogies of Genesis obtained by simply adding the number
of years from the Creation to the later stages of the biblical story;
3. Noah's Flood was global scale and killed all the people and animals, except
logged them in the ark. "
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Barr, in accordance with its neo-orthodox views, does not believe in the truth of
Genesis chronicles, but realizes that the Hebrew author of this book was going to
say exactly what I said. Some critics object to the citation Barra us on the grounds
that he does not believe in the historicity of Genesis. But just because we quote
Barra and that he - "hostile witness"! Barra do not need to try to reconcile Genesis
with whatever it was, he does not consider this book as an authoritative source,
and because nothing prevents him to see clearly the author's intention. This is very
unlike those "evangelical" theologians who insist on 'authority' chronicles Genesis
themselves did not believe in it.
Among other scientists Hebraists, supporting the idea of literal days of creation, the
following persons:


Dr. Steinman Andrew (Andrew Steinmann), associate professor of theology
and Hebrew at Concordia College, Illinois
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Dr. Robert McCabe (Robert McCabe), professor of Old Testament at Detroit
Evangelical Theological Seminary in Allen Park, Michigan;



12

Dr. Tin Wan, professor of Biblical Hebrew at Stanford University.
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4. Hermeneutical principle that Scripture interprets
Scripture. Throughout the rest of the Old Testament Genesis is
perceived as a real story.
Exodus 20:11 sums up the week of Creation and eliminates the possibility of any
interpretation, suggesting a different time scale (the hypothesis of "frame of
reference", the idea of "day-age", "theory of space," etc.), as the basis for modern
weeks with her seven days, one of which is designed to rest: "For in six days the
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Lord made heaven and earth, and my everything in them is, and rested the seventh
day.Therefore the Lord blessed the Sabbath day and hallowed it "(Exodus
20:11). Note that Exodus 20:11 says, "And God spoke all these words ..." This is the words of God Himself, and not guesswork Moses, or later a text editor, or any J,
E, D or P (unfortunately, in our "evangelical" theological schools still teach this
nonsense long ago discredited.)
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Generations of Adam in Genesis summarized in 1st Chronicles and many other Old
Testament texts also confirm the authenticity of the events of Genesis - the real
historical events that took place in time and space.

5. Hermeneutical principle that Scripture interprets Scripture. In the
New Testament, Genesis 1-11 is perceived as a true story.
The New Testament contains more than a hundred quotations and direct references
to Genesis. 1-11, and none of these references does not give reason to believe that
Genesis is not a chronicle of real history. Genealogy of Jesus ( Luke. 3 ) goes back
to Adam, "son of God", and not a descendant of an ape! And those who consider
the names of the ancient genealogies metaphors, it would not hurt to ask, if you
read these lists from the end to the beginning, at what stage people stop being
people and become a metaphor? In the Epistle to the Hebrews 11 lists the heroes of
faith, beginning with Abel, Enoch and Noah, with no hint of the fact that these
individuals "are historical less" than the rest.During the Second Letter of Peter 3 we
are talking about the Creation and the Flood, and eating Greek word meaning not
commonplace flooding, namely global cataclysm in the era of Genesis (cf. Lk.
6:48 ).
The apostle Paul quotes God's command to Adam and Eve, as well as the fact that
Eve was deceived by the serpent and Adam sinned, and prints of all this teaching
about the roles of men and women in the church ( 1 Tim. 2:13-14 ). If the first
humans evolved from apes, that this doctrine has no meaning, because it turns out
that the man was not created before woman.

18

6. Belief in the historicity of Genesis is consistent with other historical
facts of divine acts of creation.
Genesis says that God created through His Word. As stated in Psalm 32:9 , "He said
- and it was done; He commanded - and was." Naturally assume that the best of
God's Creation can tell God Himself. Genesis - His Word - states that Creation
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occurred quickly. This is consistent with other biblical stories about acts of instant
divine creation. For comparison, take a dialogue with the Lord Jesus Christ faithful
centurion in the Gospel of Matthew 8:5-13 . When Jesus entered Capernaum, a
centurion came to him and asked for help. "Lord! my servant lies at home
paralyzed, dreadfully tormented. Jesus saith unto him, I will come and heal
him. The centurion answered and said, Lord! I am not worthy to have you come
under my roof, but only say the word and my servant, for I am a man under
authority, but, having under me soldiers, I say to one, Go, and he goeth, and to
another, Come, and he cometh , and to my servant, Do this, and doing. Those who
heard it, he marveled, and said to them, Truly I tell you, not even in Israel have I
found such faith. I say to you that many will come from east and west, and shall sit
down with Abraham, Isaac and Jacob in the kingdom of heaven, but the children of
the kingdom shall be cast out into outer darkness: there shall be weeping and
gnashing of teeth. And Jesus said unto the centurion, Go, and as thou hast
believed, so be you. And his servant was healed in that hour. "
The centurion knew that if even his own orders are executed immediately and
unconditionally, what can we say about the commandments of the Lord! That's
what happens in the days of creation described in Genesis:
Command:


"And God said, Let there be ..."



Fulfillment: "And it was so."



Mark: "And God saw that it was good."



Completion of the day: "And there was evening and there was morning, day
X».

Thus, God's commands were performed and evaluated for each of the 24-hour
days. Attempts to close his eyes to clear the historical and timeframe of Genesis
lead to a communication failure between the commandments of God and the
response to them of God's creation, whereby Being at odds with the rest of
Scripture. [See Who is He the God of Genesis? ]

7. Being without chronicles not explain suffering and death.
After completing the Creation, God declared that He had created was "very
good." Today, however, things are not so good. In God's creation came death - "the
last enemy" ( 1 Cor. 15:26 ).
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The Bible clearly teaches that people are dying as a result of the Fall ( Rome. 5:1219 ; 1 Cor. 15:21-22 ). In the Epistle to the Corinthians, even compared death
"first Adam" with the resurrection of the dead, "the last Adam" - Jesus.
And this is a big problem for the proponents of the theory that the days of creation
- it is a long period. Because, according to accepted their dating methods, fossilized
human remains much "older" than the expected date of Adam's life. Thus, the
remains of Homo sapiens with signs of reasonable activity and material culture
of

19 , 20

"dated" age 160,000 years.
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And the age of two fragments of skulls Homo

sapiens , found in 1967 near the Omo River in southwestern Ethiopia, by
radiometric dating was set as 195,000 years.

22 , 23

Of course, the fossil record - a chronicle of death. Any attempt to reconcile the
Bible with secular "natural history" based on the idea of billions of years. But
billions of years of what? All these unimaginable eons era and not sailed to us in a
cloud, infinitely distant from reality.The fossil record of multicellular organisms
presumably covers the period about 600 million years, in which these organisms die
and turn to stone. Among them are, for example, the fossilized bone cancers. This
is a chronicle of suffering and death. Man, however, according to this model,
appeared on Earth about one million years ago and was one of the last results of
countless experiments based on the death of the weak and the survival of the
fittest (well-known poetic line of Tennyson's "bloody fangs" nature). And what comes out when on top of this pyramid mnogokilometrovoy bones there is a person
God says it all "very good" ( Gen. 1:31 )? Is not this an insult to the merciful God of
whom the Bible tells us?
How can I defend the idea of the goodness of God (theodicy) using any of the
models of compromise, including the belief in these millions of years? One can only
helplessly shrug, shrug and yield the floor to unbelievers (which is what many
prominent leaders of the church, when asked, for example, natural
disasters). Serial theodicy follows only one interpretation of Genesis, when we
perceive the book as a report on true historical events. From Genesis 1 makes it
clear that the original animals and people were vegetarians (verses 29-30). We find
it hard to imagine such a world, but it is perfectly consistent, for example, with
pictures coming paradise in the Book of the Prophet Isaiah 11:6-9 ;65:25 . Animals
that cry out in pain when their throat dig fangs predators - all this is hard to
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reconcile with the idea of the future (at least partially) the revival of God's creation,
deliverance from the curse ( Genesis. 3 ) and suffering. Impossible to imagine that
millions of years of suffering and death, God said "very good"!
In the Epistle to the Romans 8:18-25 . says that the whole creation, and not just
the people, is in "bondage to decay" and "groaning in travail together,"
expectations of redemption. All the leading commentators on Romans, such as FF
Bruce (FF Bruce), K. EB Cranfield (CEB Cranfield) and James Dunn (James Dunn),
agree that the apostle Paul speaks of the Fall.
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This corresponds to the real history

of the third chapter of Genesis, in which the whole of creation, not just the man
cursed because of human sin. It is said, for example, that the earth will produce
only "thorns and thistles" ( Gen. 3:18 ). These "thorns and thistles" preserved in
the fossil record, and their age is dated as about 300 million years before the
appearance of man. If this is true, then the Bible is misleading!
Because of the fall of man we now live in a corrupt world. This world was originally
created not so. It is the traditional Christian view of this question. A Christian
worldview that had once been accepted, is reflected in the classic poems of John
Milton - "Paradise Lost" and "Paradise Regained." For example, St. Basil the Great one of the fathers of the church, the bishop of Caesarea of Cappadocia (329-379
BC. E.), Wrote:
"We see, however, a number of wild animals that do not eat fruit. What fruit
Panther takes to nourish yourself? What can be satisfied with the fruit of a
lion? However, these creatures, obeying the law of nature, were nourished fruits ...
But when a person has changed his lifestyle and trespassed, he prescribed, the
Lord, by the flood, knowing that people are fatigued, have allowed them to eat any
food: "like the green herb given you everything "(Genesis 9, 3). By this permission
to other animals also received freedom is everything. Since carnivorous lion, with
the same long neck looking out for carrion. For vultures have not looked around the
earth at the same time, when there were animals, really, nothing of what has been
the naming of the existence or not yet dead to vultures could eat it. Nature has not
split, because it was in all its freshness; hunters were not engaged in fishing,
because it was not yet the custom of the people; beasts, for his part, has not yet
been tormented their prey, for they were not carnivores ... "
With Basil agrees great reformer John Calvin (1509-1564):
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"Verily, the first man went to a better life, he has not committed the Fall; there
would be no separation of the soul from the case or damage or destruction, nor any
sort of violent change. And we know all that is unprofitable, - it is not the natural
fruits of the earth, they are the product of sin. "
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John Wesley (1701-1791), founder of the Methodist Church, wrote that the Bible
teaches the following:
"Why is there suffering in the world, if God loves all, and His mercy extends to all of
His creation? Because there is sin. If there were no sin, there would be no
suffering. Suffering the same (assuming that God is just) - a necessary
consequence of sin. [Man] chose evil.
Therefore, the "sin entered the world" and all kinds of suffering, leading to death.
" 27
"But ... before there was no bird of prey or predator animals, no one killed and
savaged their own kind, and all the creatures after their kind, breathing grace of
their great Creator."
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David Hull (David Hull), a philosopher of science and not a Christian, wrote:
"Whatever the God whose image emerges from the theory of evolution and natural
history data, it is clearly not fisted Protestant God.And not a loving God who cares
for His creatures. And not even the terrible God of the Book of Job. This God of the
Galapagos Islands - a careless, wasteful, indifferent, almost satanic. Hardly anyone
wants to pray to a God! "
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But according to the Bible, God created the world for what it is today, the world has
become so because Adam and Eve sinned. The historical reality of the Fall - a
necessary condition for good theodicy, which means that before Adam and Eve did
not have and could not have been hundreds of millions of years of survival of the
fittest. Note that the model of "progressive creation", although reject the idea of
evolution, yet include the billions of years of suffering and death as part of a
gradual process of God's creation, which resulted in the world allegedly become
what we see today.

8. Genesis - the foundation of the gospel.
From Romans 5:12-17 and First Corinthians 15:20-22, 45-49 that the value of the
death and resurrection of Jesus based on the reality of Genesis chronicles. Adam, a
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real man sinned and thereby brought in a "very good" God's peace physical death
("and dust shalt thou return"Genesis. 3:19 ) and destruction. Similarly another real
man - the God-man descended from heaven, the Head of the whole human race came to fix the deed first person. One man brought death to all his descendants;
another perfect man brought life to all who believe in Him.
The idea of the historical reality of Adam as the ancestor of the Messiah and all of
us lies in the heart of the Gospel message. The prophet Isaiah described the
coming Messiah "Redeemer", literally - "Redeemer of blood", ie Redeemer linked by
blood to all who came to redeem ( Isa. 59:20 ; here uses the same Hebrew
word

"( גוֹאלGoel"), which determined Boaz to Ruth). Hebrews explains that Jesus

took on human nature in order to save humanity, not the angels ( Heb. 2:1118 ). Only the descendants of the first Adam can be saved, because only they are
connected by blood with the Last Adam.
Denial of the reality of Genesis chronicles detrimental to the gospel message. This
clearly appears from the "Book of preparation for confirmation" ( Confirmation
Notebook ) Bishop Hugh Montefiore, published by SPCK Anglican publisher in the
UK (1984):
"People - the result of evolution and natural selection. At all stages of the evolution
of a significant role played egotism and aggression.People naturally inherit this
egocentrism ("original sin") ... "And further:" The Son of God went to the cross to
pay the penalty instead of me - this view is immoral. No one person can not bear
the punishment for the whole world. "
This worldview is entirely contrary to the teachings of the New Testament!

9. Historicity of Genesis - a necessary condition for solid and
consistent biblical Christian worldview.
The Bible tells us that in the future the universe will be cleansed by fire, and there
will be new heavens and a new earth ( 2 Pet. 3:10-13 ).But why? If God created
the world in the same way we see it now (from which come all kinds of default
theories attempting to reconcile the Bible with "scientific" historical materialism and
his "long ages"), then why should He cleanse the world on fire? What's the
point? However, the meaning immediately clear if we take Genesis 3 as the real
story (to reflect in Rome. 8 , etc.).
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In other words, the idea of "aeons" negates the biblical eschatology. Moreover, the
denial of the historicity of the Flood also undermines eschatology. Jesus himself
spoke of the Flood ( Luke. 17:26-27 ). If you do not believe that God judged the
world with water, then why believe that He will judge it on fire? Interestingly
prophecy of the Apostle Peter that in the last days will be an "scoffers" who do not
believe in the second coming of Jesus. They will say that everything remains the
same as it was at the beginning of creation. The Apostle Peter says, "willingly are
ignorant of, that by the word of God the heavens and the earth standing out of the
water and water: so the world that then was, being overflowed with water. ( 2 Pet.
3:3-6 ). This is a very accurate reflection of materialistic thinking inherent scientific
and wider circles these days, and the consequences of such thinking. Next (v. 7)
connects the apostle (worldwide) with the coming flood (also worldwide) cleansing
fire: "But the heavens and the earth, by the same word, reserved unto fire against
the day of judgment and perdition of ungodly men."
Note that in the Bible, Creation and the Flood are perceived as obvious and wellknown facts, anyone who does not believe in them, deserve God's punishment for
willful ignorance, for what refuses to see the obvious ( Rome. 1:18-32 ; 2 Pet . 3:37 ). If the origin of the world, explains the "evolution", and all the works of God
invisible, if modern historical geology there is no evidence the reality of the Flood,
why God should punish the unbelievers?

10. Disbelief in the historicity of the Bible Genesis tears from the real
world, turning Christianity into something distant and alien.
Often say, "The Bible - not a textbook on physics," or "The Bible is relevant to
theology, not science," or "Science answers the question" how "and the Bible - the
question 'why'." The late Pope John Paul II said that religion and science "do not
intersect." However, the Bible - it is largely a history book, and biblical theology is
based on the biblical story. Does it matter exactly when Jesus died and was
resurrected? Maybe the important thing is that the Bible teaches us to love our
neighbor (this is what they say "liberal" theologians)? When "scientific materialists"
say about human origins and history of the universe, they, in fact, talking about the
same, as narrated in the Bible and on what basis the truth of salvation - namely,
about history.
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One lecturer in the gospel (it would seem!) Theological College in Sydney
(Australia) inspires his students that the book of Genesis through metaphorical: it
teaches us that God created the world, but it is not scientific, and theological
truth. Meanwhile vremenm "science" (or rather, the current scientific
establishment) argues that the universe created itself out of nothing by the Big
Bang, and that all forms of life appeared in the natural processes of the elements
that emerged in the Big Bang, God in this process was not involved, and His need
for participation was not. Thus, either the science makes theological statements or
Bible - scientific. And this problem does not allow verbal gymnastics and artificial
division of knowledge. When a Bible colleges sounds like nonsense, it should cause
indignation churches - especially those churches that are financially supported by
the colleges, undermining the doctrine of the church!
In 1894, a Scottish theologian James Denney (James Denney) wrote:
"The separation of religious science has as its ultimate goal of true religious office,
which means that for those who are seeking the truth, religion is dying," 30.
Sounds prophetically; exactly what happened in the last hundred years! In one
study, children were asked to answer whom they believe: Sunday school teacher or
an elementary school teacher. 80% chose an elementary school
teacher. Why? They said that the school teacher tells them the facts, and a Sunday
school teacher just tells stories. Children because so argue that in many churches
the Bible really teach as fairy tales, divorced from the real world. No, of course,
they have a moral - for example, as in Aesop's fables - but the events that are
described clearly did not happen in space and time.
Likewise, many Christians today have divided their thinking into two parts: the
reality and faith. That's why scientists and believers manage on weekdays to teach
in colleges materialistic discipline, and on Sundays in the church profess faith in
God.
This phenomenon has been called "the distinction between fact and value,"
although most philosophers reject this separation on reasonable grounds that a
good demarcation criterion has not yet proposed. Proponents of this division include
the Christian faith to the field of "values", that is a purely personal opinion, not
related to reality. Therefore, many opponents of Christianity claim that "respect"
the Christian faith, but completely exclude the Christian ideas of scientific debate.
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In fact, Christianity - a system of absolute truth (that's right - "Absolute Truth" named his book about these matters Nancy Piercy (Nancy Pearcey)). Christianity
makes objective statements about the world, including about world history and an
absolute good and evil. For example, the bodily resurrection of Christ - an integral
part of the Christian faith (1 Cor. 15:12-19), but also a fact of history. History
resurrection includes withstood various checks assertion that on the third day the
tomb of Jesus was empty. Here is where there is a collision with science:
Christianity clearly demonstrates that God is greater than the so-called "laws of
nature", according to which the dead bodies decompose and do not come back to
life.
Because of this separation of thinking into two parts, "Christian" and "scientific",
Christianity Today, for many means an existential leap into the darkness,
undertaken against common sense (or rather, is not associated with common
sense). People might say, "That's how cool I prayed today!" This - the cost of socalled "positive thinking." Atheists also only need to "faith" were just such that it is
not at the truth and did not protest against the non-Christian world relativistic
ethics. But is such biblical Christianity? The Christian faith is based on the true
testimonies of those who "saw and heard" things really going on (1 John. 1:3). It's
not a blind irrational faith. That is why atheists and expend so much energy to fight
the Christians, defending the truth of biblical history (Creation, the Fall, the Flood,
the Exodus, the resurrection of Jesus and t. Etc.).
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11. The Church Fathers believed in "young earth" and Deluge.
There are two reasons for considering the history of interpretation of Genesis:
1. General considerations: if the idea of long ages has always been popular, so it
is possible to find confirmation in the Bible. If it became popular only in
conjunction with the relevant "scientific" theories, the most likely
interpretation of such motivated attempts to reconcile the Bible with
"science."
2. Especially for those who defend the idea of "aeons" in the church when they
are accused of is that they follow the "science", not the biblical text, they
argue that throughout the history of Bible commentators do not exclude the
possibility of "epochs of creation . "Consequently, it is important to consider
how this objection is justified.
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Basil the Great (327-379 BC. E.) In his "Discourses on the Six Days' sermons on
the six days of creation, argued that the days of creation - these are the days in the
direct sense of the word, the most ordinary days, that the commandments of God
from the land immediately covered with bushes and trees, and rivers filled with fish
(see paragraph 6 above) that the animals initially did not eat each other (see
paragraph 7 above), that the sun was created later than the Earth, etc. Basil
objected to evolutionary ideas , saying that people could not have come from
animals.
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Here it should be noted that the idea of evolution was not invented by

Darwin, and they date back to the pre-Christian era philosophers such as
Anaximander, Epimenides, Lucretius. And these ideas were originally pagan against
the one God.
Some misinterpret the position of the Church Fathers because inattentively read
their works. Eastern Orthodox Church traditionally considers the week of Creation
week as real, but parallel to that often sees in it an allegory of seven thousand
years of earth's history - that many years must elapse before the alleged end of the
world. But exactly Orthodox Church has never considered the days of creation long
ages!Late Seraphim Rose, an Orthodox priest, meticulously collected sayings of the
Church Fathers, showing that they perceived the Book of Genesis as well as modern
creationists.
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. Dr. Terry Mortenson (Terry Mortenson), with a thesis on the history

of geology, wrote in a review of the book Rose:
"He [Rose] were the main sources of the early church fathers, wrote commentaries
on Genesis: John Chrysostom (344-407), Ephraim the Syrian (306-372), Basil the
Great (329-379), and Ambrose of Milan (339-397). However, he enjoyed the works
of the Church Fathers and other IV century and later centuries, those who have
written about various aspects of Genesis 1-11. "
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Rose showed that the church fathers were unanimous in their views on the week of
Creation, the Fall and the Flood. They also believed in the immediacy of God's acts
of creation and believed that the world before the fall fundamentally and radically
different from what it became later.
Some people trying to sneak into the Bible to smuggle the idea of "aeons" refers to
Augustine and Origen. These two, as representatives of the school of Alexandria,
were allegorizirovat various episodes of Scripture. However, their allegory days of
creation does not follow from the biblical text, and inspired by the later influences 96

in particular their commitment to neo-Platonic philosophy (of which they have been
"taken out" that God would not embarrass yourself time limits, etc.). But, unlike
those who are trying to prop up their own ideas "eons" allegories Augustine and
Origen, the latter two claimed that God created everything instantly. And they
clearly were in favor of biblical time scale (several thousand years) and the Flood.

7

Of course, we can say that the interpretation of the church fathers wrongly, that we
have in hand is much more advanced tools of hermeneutics. But modern exegetes not the first who has knowledge of the languages and cultures of the Bible. For
those who make new interpretations has the burden of proving it.

12. Reformation fathers believed chronicle the true story of Genesis.
Calvin said [commenting on the words "Let there be light"]: "The cycle of day and
night was established before the creation of the Sun."Next: "misguided those who
believe that the world was created in a jiffy [Calvin here almost certainly alludes to
Augustine and Origen]. It too far-fetched - assume if Moses only in order to edify
stretched by as much as six days that God has done in a single moment. Better to
conclude that God really worked a full six days in order to accommodate his
creation to the human mind. " And again: "They did not keep from laughing when
he heard that the world was created a little more than five thousand years." And
also: "The flood also lasted forty days Moses repeatedly repeats this to emphasize
that the whole world was covered with water."
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Luther spoke out on these issues more clearly, openly insisting on the historical
reliability of Genesis. He also refuted allegations of skeptics alleged discrepancies
between the first and second chapters of Genesis.
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Opponents of the idea of the historicity of Genesis refer to adore the book of
Numbers historian Ronald (Ronald Numbers) «Creationists» (The Creationists). Of
Numbers allegedly proved conclusively that "young earth creationism" was invented
in the 1920s, George McCready Price someone (George McCready Price), Seventhday Adventist. This is - one of the most egregious examples of historical revisionism
in action, along with the myth (fully unmasked historian Jeffrey Burton Russell
(Jeffrey Burton Russell)
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) that the ancient peoples, and in particular, the early

Christians believed the earth was flat. It seems that for all of Numbers story begins
with the Price! It suffices to study the above materials and the fathers of the church
of the Reformation, to see how mistaken of Numbers. However, these materials are
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not limited to the case. See, for example, study by Dr. Terry Mortenson, a specialist
on the history of the Earth, geologists about the beginning of the XIX century,
defended the idea of the biblical age of the Earth and the Flood.
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13. Historical materialism (in cosmology, geology, biology) - is an
article of faith for an atheist. Therefore, every enlightened Christian
should understand how this is stupid - to deny the historicity of
Genesis, to accommodate their faith to the materialistic "science."
"Humanist [atheist] Manifesto" declares faith in materialistic origin of the universe
and humanity. Last, the third version of the "Humanist Manifesto" emphasizes the
idea of "uncontrollable evolution", although from a practical point of view it is pure
tautology, because evolution is not controllable by definition (nature creates
nature). For the same reason, "theistic evolution" - an oxymoron (unmanaged
process governed by God!). And, as shown in paragraph 7 above, the biblical God
for anything I would not use the senseless and bloody process of evolution for
millions of years in length for the creation of the world, which would be "very
good."
As the famous British atheist Richard Dawkins (Richard Dawkins), «Darwin gave
intellectual justification for atheism",
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and many others have expressed similar

thoughts. Thus, the American atheist Will Provine (Will Provine), teacher of biology
at Cornell, said:
"... Belief in evolution makes people atheists. You can have religious beliefs that are
compatible with the theory of evolution, only if those religious beliefs are
indistinguishable from atheism. " 40
Indeed, the theory of evolution makes people atheists. Harvard sociobiologist E. O.
Wilson (EO Wilson) says: "Like many natives of Alabama, I was a born again
Christian. When I was fifteen years old, I became a member of the Southern
Baptist Church, was a fervent worshiper and was keenly interested in
fundamentalist religion, in the age of seventeen, I entered the University of
Alabama, where he became acquainted with the theory of evolution. "
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For the atheist theory of evolution justifies atheism, denying probably most
convincing proof of the existence of God (that creation needs the Creator). It is not
surprising that the most fervent and passionate defenders of the theory of evolution
and "long periods" in combination are as passionate atheists.
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The theory of evolution (in cosmology, geology and biology) argues that it does not
need the idea of the divine to explain the origin of all things. Thus it contradicts the
biblical teaching that God's attributes are clearly seen in His creation to the Day of
Judgment people could not tell if he had not seen them (Romans 1:1832). Likewise, God says that "scoffers" will have to answer for their willful ignorance
of the Flood (2 Pet. 3). All the theory of "eons", almost by definition, consistent
with the uniformitarian theory of geological strata, the same logic reject the Flood
(which had changed the face of the Earth's surface). Evolutionary paradigm is
essentially a religion. Michael Ruse (Michael Ruse), Canadian philosopher of science
and an ardent anti-creationists, wrote:
"" Proponents of the theory of evolution promote its not just a science, but as an
ideology, as a secular religion as a full-fledged alternative to Christianity, with its
doctrine and its morality. " I - Former Christian and a staunch evolutionist - I must
say that here literalists are absolutely right. The theory of evolution - it is a
religion. It was her initially, and it remains to this day it ... "
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And again: "Of

course, the height of stupidity would try to reconcile the Bible with religion,
invented as a clear alternative to Christianity. With the same success could
reconcile Christianity with the cult of Baal. "
Subsequently Eng wrote a book in which he argued that a Darwinian be a Christian,
but from his point of view, one can be a Christian and deny the Resurrection. Hence
it is clearly visible all malignancy flirting with Darwinism.
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14. Disbelief in the historical authenticity of Genesis leads to heresy
and apostasy.
Disbelief in the historical authenticity of Genesis repeatedly led to disastrous
consequences. We see them with your eyes, broken fate, broken families, split
churches and nations.
Many prominent atheists openly declare that to abandon the faith of their fathers
prompted the theory of evolution. Biologist EO Wilson, mentioned above - just one
of many. Take at least causes apostasy Charles Templeton - former preacher, who
valued himself Billy Graham.Templeton put forward psevdointellektualnye issues
concerning Genesis and historical authenticity,
the omnipotence of God as Creator.
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and emotional arguments against
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Pastor youth work in one of the Anglican churches of Victoria (Australia) told us:
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"I was just hitting his head against the wall trying to figure out why we lost all the
young people around the age of sixteen years. But in recent years, I realized that
at this age, in high school, they are taught in detail the theory of evolution! After
talking with the students, I found also that some teachers explain to studentsChristians "irreconcilable differences" between the Genesis and the "facts" of
evolution. Not surprisingly, they leave the church. I almost cry when I think about
it. "
Is it just a coincidence that church attendance in the Western world has fallen
sharply in those years, when schools began to systematically and universally teach
evolution (in Australia, the United Kingdom and the United States began in the
1960s)? Joseph Tone (Josef Ton), a Baptist pastor from Romania, which under the
communist regime was in prison for his faith, said: "I came to the conclusion that
Christianity in Eastern Europe destroyed two factors. The first - the theory of
evolution, the second - liberal theology ... Liberal theology - it's the same theory of
evolution, only applied to the Bible and our faith "
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Similarly, put the unbeliever

and F. Sherwood Taylor (F. Sherwood Taylor), curator of the Oxford Museum of the
History of Science :
"... I have almost no doubt that England has evolved from a pagan Christian
country because of the geology and the theory of evolution."
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The United Church

of Australia destroyed by fuzzy representations of the infallibility of Scripture,
beginning with Genesis. In the United States, the classic example - Princeton
Seminary: great (in all other respects) Presbyterian theologian Charles Hodge
(Charles Hodge) acknowledged that the idea of long periods in Earth's history at
odds with the narrative of Moses in Genesis, but he bows to the authority of
"science" and because it fits their understanding of the Bible. Therefore, while
Hodge and opposed Darwinism as clearly atheistic teachings on him Darwinism
clearly affected. His son and successor, EE Hodge (AA Hodge), believe in millions of
years of earth history and cherished the idea of theistic evolution. Another of his
followers, BB Warfield (BB Warfield), primarily known for its conservatism, took the
next step in the "adaptation" of Scripture to the "science" - called himself a
Darwinist. The next generation not only took for granted the Darwinian theory with
its millions of years, but also openly questioned the authority of the
Bible. Conservatives like J. Gresham Machen (J. Gresham Machen), broke away and
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founded in 1929, Westminster Theological Seminary. Princeton has ceased to be a
defender of truth and infallibility of the Bible.
Many of those who call themselves "evangelicals", argue that we need to rethink a
new Genesis, because millions of years of evolution and "scientifically
proven." However, they are rebelling against liberal theology. But liberal
theologians actually more consistent. They reinterprets the history of the
Immaculate Conception and the Resurrection, because "science has proved" that
"there are no miracles." Those Christians of our Bible colleges who do not believe
that Genesis should be taken literally, we still have to apply the same to the rest of
the hermeneutics of the biblical text. But anyway, the story again and again proves
that the question of the truth of Genesis leads to doubt the credibility of Scripture
as a whole.

15. There is only one reason not to take the annals of Genesis literally
fallen humanity fallible and cover the viciousness of their reasoning
considerations "science."
Dr. Pan Pettl (Pattle Pun), who teaches biology at Wheaton College, and believes in
"long ages" suggested, which agree, and many others, including modern
evangelical theologians:
"Obviously, the literal interpretation of Genesis, without any science had taught us
hermeneutical considerations is that God created the heavens and the earth in six
solar days, that man was created in the sixth day, that death entered the world
after the fall Adam and Eve and the entire fossil record - a consequence of
catastrophic global flood [disclaimer: we argue that not "all", but only most of it],
sparing only Noah and the animals on the Ark "
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[emphasis added] .

Thus, this approach is similar to the approach Augustine relying on outside sources
to conclude that Genesis means something different from the above it is clear
narrative. Too many "evangelical" Bible scholars and scientists speak in the same
vein as Dr. Pan.
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However, that's what the doctor says John MacArthur (John

MacArthur), a prominent American pastor and theologian:
"That Scripture, not a science - the ultimate criterion of each and every truth. The
further evangelicalism departs from this idea, the less evangelical and more
humanistic it becomes. "
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And what about the science?
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In this paper, we have deliberately not touched a number of scientific
questions. "Theology - the Queen of Sciences." Rodney Stark (Rodney Stark), many
years teaching sociology and comparative religion at the University of Washington,
writes:
"I affirm that irresistible conflict between religion and science do not, moreover,
Christian theology has played a huge role in the development of science. As proof
of this thesis [I will show that] religion not only responsible for the "medieval
obscurantism", but this concept is very doubtful. The story is about the fact that
after the "fall" of Rome for centuries Europe was plunged into an abyss of ignorance
and prejudice, as well reliable as the story of Columbus [and a flat Earth]. In fact, it
was the epoch of rapid technological progress ... the scientific revolution of the
sixteenth century was the result of ... [Christian Science Monitor], the development
of which began in the eleventh century ... Why do real science develop in Europe ...
and not anywhere else yet? Answers to these questions, in my opinion, are the
unique features of Christian theology ... ".
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This is not surprising, because science is based on a set of axioms, without which it
can not function:
1. The world is real (because it was created - Genesis. 1), and not illusory, as
taught by the mystery religions of the East.
2. The universe is ordered, because God - a God of order, not chaos ( 1 Cor.
14:33 ). But if there is no Creator, or if the world is ruled by Zeus and his
comrades, then why should order? If Eastern religions are right and the world
- just an illusion, then at any moment everything could change beyond
recognition.
3. Man can and must explore the world, because God has given us power over
His creation ( Genesis. 1:28 ); creation itself is not divine.
4. Man has freedom of thought and action, they are not completely determined
by deterministic laws or brain chemistry. From the biblical teaching that a
person has and the material and the spiritual side (see, eg., Genesis. 35:18 ,
3 Kgs. 17:21-22 , Matt. 10:28 52
5. Man is able to think rationally and logically, and this logic is objective. This
conclusion follows from the fact that man was created in God's image
( Genesis. 1:26-27 ), and also from the fact that Jesus, the Second Person of
the Trinity - the logo. Fall and rebellion against the Creator weakened, but
not destroyed a person's ability to think logically. Fall led to the fact that
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sometimes we make the wrong conclusions or based on incorrect
assumptions. Therefore, it is foolish to human thinking above the knowledge
that God has given us in the Scriptures.
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But if the theory of evolution is

true, then natural selection selects only the fittest and not necessarily the
most rational thinking.
6. The scientific results should be reported honestly, because God forbids
perjury (( Ex. 20:16 ). But if the theory of evolution is true, then why not lie?
Is it any wonder that in the scientific world (dominated by the theory of
evolution), as and in business and politics, all the acute problem of deception
and fraud? [See Why in modern science is rampant epidemic of lies , Jerry
Bergman, Christian principles of the rule of law in the West: the heritage
protection and freedom from tyranny , Augusto Zimmerman]
It is not a coincidence that the flowering of science began with the Reformation and
occurred primarily in the countries where it was most truly biblical Christians - that
is, in Western Europe. It is no coincidence that the United States - a country where
the best preserved biblical Christianity - is a world leader in science and practical
application of scientific achievements. Let us also remember that it was in the days
when American schools were mostly prohibited the teaching of evolution in the
period between the alleged decline of science Skopsa process and launch of the first
satellite, the United States gave the world a more Nobel Prize winners than all other
countries combined. If we are to be entirely accurate, then twice as much - and
especially in physiology and medicine, that is, areas in which no theory of evolution
supposedly not step step!
Thus, nothing is more reasonable than the comprehension of the world start with
the fact that God Himself said. If we do not agree that God did speak to mankind,
the Bible - it really is His word, then we do not even have a starting point for this
discussion. If we believe that God spoke to people and try to understand what he
said - then you can start interpretation of the "facts" of history.

The science of the principles and practical science
There is a fundamental distinction between "science", which deals with the history,
science and practice that deals with the functioning of the modern world. Practical
science suggests experiments that can be repeated; historical science studies the
events of the past, which may not be playable. Regardless of what your religious
beliefs, the water still boils at one hundred degrees Celsius (unless, of course, you
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do not postmodernist, considering that the temperature - just an element of
metanarrative Western Christian consciousness, subjective mental construct true
"only for you "). Nevertheless, your spiritual life, your beliefs significantly affect on
what explanations of historical events and the origin of the world you find
acceptable. The late Stephen Jay Gould (Stephen Jay Gould), a famous
paleontologist and an atheist, acknowledged this effect ideological bias:
"Facts - is the data about the world. Theory - are structures of ideas by which
explains and interprets the facts. "
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All this area is driven by prejudice. Most modern thinkers have come to realize that
the "facts" of history do not speak for themselves, they should be
interpreted.
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Circumstances, however, were such that in our time the

interpretation occurs in a purely materialistic framework.And in this frame evolved
even concepts such as "God" and morality, "outside the system" there is nothing,
there is only nature (matter and energy). Confirmation of this conclusion is the
following confession: "Even if all the data point to an intelligent Creator, this
hypothesis is still unscientific, because it is not materialistic.
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James Conant (James Conant), former president of Harvard, spoke about the
historical "science":
"Science of dealing with the past, in particular correlated with common
sense. Therefore, some grotesque narrative of the events that took place thousands
of years ago, is perceived quite seriously, although they are a jumble of random
unproven hypotheses and assumptions. Fabric scientific truth torn in any place
where it is convenient interpreter. The result is a fantasy that has nothing to do
with either science or the history.
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In experimental science (the same science, that we should be grateful for modern
technology goods) there is nothing that would conflict with the Bible. Conflicts begin
where there are historical science guesses ("unproven hypothesis and random
assumptions"). As God said to Job, "Where were you when I laid the foundations of
the earth?" ( Job 38:4 ).
Indeed, while there was no one, including geologists and paleontologists, and
currently they only deal with all kinds of debris, pieces and fragments of which are
trying to reconstruct the events of the past. However, only those considered
acceptable reconstruction, which are created within the materialistic paradigm!
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Very important people believe in the revelation of God or do not believe. Christians
believe that God created this world, and no one else was present at the
Creation. Creator Himself in His Word told us about how long it took him Creation
and the order in which He created all things.He told us about heaven - the Garden
of Eden, because of the existence of heaven, we learned only from God's
revelation. However, life in paradise was spoiled by sin. But Christians believe in
the new coming of the Savior, the Last Adam, who would restore the lost paradise
(Revelation. 21 - 22 ).
Louis Berkhof (Louis Berkhoff), well-known theologian, emphasizes the
trustworthiness of Scripture in such matters:
"Originally, God has revealed Himself in His creation, but then because of the fall is
the original revelation was covered in turbidity, and draw information from creation
has become very difficult. Since then, the only reliable source of knowledge about
God can be considered only His Word - the Bible. It contains pure knowledge, free
from error and superstition, and fill the spiritual needs of fallen humanity ... Some
believe that the general revelation of God - this is the second reliable source, but it
is unlikely this is true, because nature can only be seen in the light of Scripture, but
it gives a true interpretation ... "
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In the book "Refuting Compromise" ( Refuting Compromise ), supported by
documentary sources carefully, you can learn much more details about the
problems with the compromise "scientific" historical materialism.

Why is this important?
Those who believe in the historicity of Genesis, often say, "But it's split!" However,
according to St. Paul, split sow those who adhere to the teachings that are contrary
to Scripture, so Jude speaks of "scoffers" who deny the Deluge.
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Influential philosopher Daniel Dennett atheist (Daniel Dennett) in his book
"Darwin's Dangerous Idea" ( Darwin's Dangerous Idea
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) describes Darwinism as a

"universal acid that burns all the traditional concepts, leaving behind only a
revolutionary outlook." To realize the truth of this statement, it is enough to see
who at the time was inspired by Darwin's ideas: that Marx, Stalin, Mao, Ceausescu,
Kim Il Sung, Pol Pot, Hitler, the followers of the eugenics movement, created by
Darwin's cousin gallon. These "descendants of Darwinism" destroyed a total of over
a hundred million people and caused far greater number of unimaginable
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suffering. Mention may be made, and Australian Peter Singer (Peter Singer) and
others like him (Singer now teaches at Princeton University in the United States,
where he once taught Hodge and Warfield, and sometimes his name is associated
with "bioethics"), with his ideas killing "useless" children and the elderly, and at the
same time - indulgence promiscuity. Atheists do not like these parallels, but can not
escape, because it's true.
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Of course, all this is not a refutation of evolutionary dogma, but if the universe what evolutionists say about it, it looks like and the resulting actions seem perfectly
logical. "By their fruits ye shall know them" - Jesus talked about people, but also
ideas bear fruit.
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We emphasize that we do not claim that atheists can not lead a

righteous life, we are only talking about the absence of an objective basis for their
righteousness!
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Christians absolutely can not tolerate the outlook, which is brewed on the death
and suffering that clearly aspires to take the place of Christianity, which is
inherently anti-Christian because frankly able to destroy our children and
friends. Christian worldview should be based on the fact that the Creator Himself
has given us in His creation. As Christians, we should follow the example of Martin
Luther and his famous "on the stand." "At the" means "on the infallibility of God's
Word", starting with Genesis 1:1. Any other world moves away from the Creator
and threatens eternal suffering.
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What about the big bang?
Even the idea that the universe is expanding is under attack by some
astronomers.
by Werner Gitt
In his book, A brief history of Time, the well-known British physicist, Stephen W.
Hawking, identifies the ultimate question behind everything. ‘Today we still yearn to
know why we are here and where we came from.’1
In the last chapter of his book he says:
‘We find ourselves in a bewildering world. We want to make sense of what we see
around us and to ask: What is the nature of the universe? What is our place in it
and where did it and we come from? Why is it the way it is?’2
Hawking concedes that the important question of why the universe exists cannot be
answered by means of equations and theories.
‘Even if there is only one possible unified theory, it is just a set of rules and
equations. What is it that breathes fire into the equations and makes a universe for
them to describe?’3
Nevertheless, he concludes his book by limiting himself to the equations, instead of
looking for their Author.
‘However, if we do discover a complete theory, it should in time be
understandable … by everyone, not just a few scientists. Then we shall all … be able
to take part in the discussion of the question of why it is that we and the universe
exist. If we find the answer to that, it would be the ultimate triumph of human
reason—for then we would know the mind of God.’4
Like so many other astronomers and physicists, Hawking tries to explain the
universe without acknowledging its Creator. But Isaac Newton (1642–1727),
possibly the greatest physicist of all time, and a predecessor of Hawking in the
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same chair at Cambridge University, firmly believed that the solar system was
created by God.
The idea that the solar system emerged from a swirl of matter began with
Immanuel Kant (1724–1804). Many present-day cosmologists describe the cosmos
in terms of evolutionary development and most of them accept the so-called big
bang theory.
According to this theory, the universe began about 10 to 20 thousand million [10–
20 billion—Ed.] years ago as an inconceivably small volume of space (or a single
point of vast energy) which has been expanding ever since. The most important
observation supporting the concept of an expanding universe is the ‘red shift’ of
light from distant stars.
This inferred expansion cannot be observed directly, but light coming from distant
galaxies seems to have longer wavelengths (i.e. gets ‘redder’) as the distance
increases. This is attributed to either the Doppler effect (that the wavelengths of
light are ‘stretched out’ when galaxies move away from one another) or the
relativistic stretching of the space between the stars as the universe expands. The
big bang theory suggests that the cosmos was originally compressed into a hot and
dense ‘cosmic egg,’ and as the universe aged, it expanded.
Space does not permit a full discussion of the evidence for and against the big
bang. However, many discoveries made in recent years with improved instruments
and improved observational methods have repeatedly shaken this
theory.5 Interpretations of the available facts in terms of currently held
cosmological models very quickly lead to unresolvable inconsistencies. There is an
increasing number of astronomers who raise substantial arguments against the
theory.
If the universe came from a big bang, then matter should be evenly distributed.
However, the universe contains an extremely uneven distribution of mass. This
means that matter is concentrated into zones and planes around relatively empty
regions. Two astronomers, Geller and Huchra, embarked on a measuring program
expecting to find evidence to support the big bang model. By compiling large star
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maps, they hoped to demonstrate that matter is uniformly distributed throughout
the cosmos (when a large enough scale is considered).
The more progress they made with their cartographic overview of space, the clearer
it became that distant galaxies are clustered like cosmic continents beyond nearly
empty reaches of space. The big bang model was strongly shaken by this discovery.
It should be added that the visible galaxies do not contain enough mass to explain
the existence and distribution of these structures. But the big bang model was not
discarded. Instead, the existence of a mysterious, unknown, and unseen form of
matter (‘dark matter’) was postulated. Without any direct evidence for its
existence, this ‘dark matter’ is supposed to be 10 times the amount of visibly
observed mass.
A critic of the big bang theory, Ernst Peter Fischer, a physicist and biologist of
Constance, Germany, reflects on its popularity. He refers to the:
‘… warning given by [physicist and philosopher] Carl Friedrich von Weizsäcker …
namely that a society which accepts the idea that the origin of the cosmos could be
explained in terms of an explosion, reveals more about the society itself than about
the universe. Nevertheless, the many observations made during the past 25 years
or so which contradict the standard model, are simply ignored. When fact and
theory contradict each other, one of them has to yield.’6
Another critic of the big bang theory, Halton C. Arp, was attached to the worldfamous Mount Wilson Observatory near Pasadena, USA, and to the Las Campanas
Observatories in California. He explains the reasons for rejecting the big bang
model in a notable article, ‘Der kontinuierlicher Kosmos’ (The continuous cosmos).
‘Since antiquity, ideas of the universe have varied widely, depending on
assumptions about factual observations. The current idea of a big bang has been
the standard model for about 60 years. But, in the mean time, the number of
observations that negate the assumption that the red shift of the light of distant
galaxies can be explained by recessive motions, is increasing.’7
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In other words, even the idea that the universe is expanding is under attack by
some astronomers.
Arp continues his criticism of the big bang theory and calls for it to be rejected by
the scientific community.
‘In my opinion the observations speak a different language; they call for a different
view of the universe. I believe that the big bang theory should be replaced, because
it is no longer a valid theory.’8
Professor Hans Jörg Fahr of the Institute for Astrophysics at Bonn University,
Germany, writes of the demise of the big bang theory in his book, Der Urknall
kommt zu Fall (The Demise of the Big Bang).
‘The universe originated about 20 thousand million years ago in a cosmic explosion
(the big bang), it has been expanding ever since, and it will continue to do so until
the end of time … This sounds convincing, and it is accepted by all present-day
mainstream “natural philosophers.” But it should be obvious that a doctrine which is
acclaimed noisily, is not necessarily close to the truth. In the field of cosmology the
widely supported big bang theory is not more convincing than other alternatives. In
fact, there are surprisingly many alternatives.’9
Dr James Trefil, professor of physics at Mason University, Virginia, accepts the big
bang model, but he concedes that a state of emergency exists regarding
fundamental aspects of explaining why the universe exists.
‘There shouldn’t be galaxies out there at all, and even if there are galaxies, they
shouldn’t be grouped together the way they are.’ He later continues: ‘The problem
of explaining the existence of galaxies has proved to be one of the thorniest in
cosmology. By all rights, they just shouldn’t be there, yet there they sit. It’s hard to
convey the depth of the frustration that this simple fact induces among scientists.’10
It is a great pity that many Christians are willing to ‘re-interpret’ the infallible Word
of God to fit a fallible, man-made theory like the big bang. Such ideas are
ultimately devised to counter the biblical record, which is firmly against cosmic
evolution over billions of years. Those who urge trying to harmonize the big bang
with Scripture find it only natural to go on to other evolutionary ideas, such as a
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‘primitive earth’ gradually cooling down, death, and struggle millions of years
before the Fall, and so on.
My considered opinion is that as long as we try to explain the universe apart from
the Creator and without regard to biblical affirmations given by him, we will
continue to be dazzled by a succession of ingenious cosmological ideas, none of
which will remotely resemble the truth.11
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Why does science work at all? Biblical
presuppositions
by Jonathan Sarfati

Many anti-Christians claim that Christianity and science have been enemies for
centuries. This is the opposite of the truth. Informed historians of science, including
non-Christians, have pointed out that modern science first flourished under a
Christian worldview while it was stillborn in other cultures such as ancient Greece,
China and Arabia.1
This should be no surprise when we ask why science works at all. There are certain
essential features that make science possible, and they simply did not exist in nonChristian cultures.2
1. There is such a thing as objective truth. Jesus said, ‘I am the way, and the
truth, and the life. No one comes to the Father except through me’ (John
14:6). But postmodernism, for example, denies objective truth. One example
is, “What’s true for you is not true for me.” So maybe they should try
jumping off a cliff to see if the Law of Gravity is true for them. Another
postmodern claim is, “There is no truth”—so is that statement true?; or “We
can’t know truth”—so how do they know that?
2. The universe is real, because God created the heavens and the earth
(Genesis 1). This sounds obvious, but many eastern philosophies believe that
everything is an illusion (so is that belief an illusion as well?). There is no
point in trying to investigate an illusion by experimenting on it.
3. The universe is orderly, because God is a God of order, not of confusion—(1
Corinthians 14:33). But if there is no creator, or if Zeus and his gang were in
charge, why should there be any order at all? If some Eastern religions were
right that the universe is a great Thought, then it could change its mind any
moment.

A postmodern claim is, ‘We can’t know truth’—so how do they know
that?
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It is impossible to prove from nature that it is orderly, because the proofs
would have to presuppose this very order to try to prove it. Also, in
thisfallen world with natural disasters and thunderstorms and general chaos,
it is not so obvious that it was made by an orderly Creator. This is a major
message of the book of Ecclesiastes—if we try to live our lives only according
to what is “under the sun”, the result is futility. Hence our chief end is to
“Fear God and keep his commandments” (Ecclesiastes 12:13).
A fundamental facet of science is deriving laws that provide for predictable
outcomes. This is possible only because the universe is orderly.
4. Since God is sovereign, He was free to create as He pleased. So the only way
to find out how His creation works is to investigate and experiment, not rely
on man-made philosophies as did the ancient Greeks.
This is illustrated with Galileo Galilei (1564–1642). He showed by experiment
that weights fall at the same speed (apart from air resistance), which refuted
the Greek philosophy that heavy objects fall faster. He also showed
by observation that the sun had spots, refuting the Greek notion that the
heavenly bodies are “perfect”. (See also p. 49.)

Many eastern philosophies believe that everything is an illusion (so is
that belief an illusion as well?).
Another example is Johannes Kepler (1571–1630), who discovered that
planets moved in ellipses around the sun. This refuted the Greek philosophies
that insisted on circles because they are the most “perfect” shapes; this
didn’t match the observations, so they added an increasingly cumbersome
system of circles upon circles called epicycles.
But when it comes to origins as opposed to today’s processes, God has
revealed that He created about 6,000 years ago over six normal-length days,
and judged the earth with a globe-covering flood about 4,500 years ago. It’s
thus no accident that Kepler calculated a Creation date of 3992BC, and Isaac
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Newton (1643–1727), probably the greatest scientist of all time, also strongly
defended biblical chronology.
5. Man can and should investigate the world, because God gave
us dominion over His creation (Genesis 1:28); creation is not itself divine. So
we don’t need to sacrifice to the forest god to cut down a tree, or appease the
water spirits to measure its boiling point. Rather, as Kepler said, his scientific
thoughts were “thinking God’s thoughts after Him.”
Many other founders of modern science also saw their scientific research as
bringing glory to God. Newton said:
“This most beautiful system of the sun, planets, and comets, could only
proceed from the counsel and dominion of an intelligent Being. … This Being
governs all things, not as the soul of the world, but as Lord over all; and on
account of his dominion he is wont to be called ‘Lord
God’

Παντοκράτωρ [Pantokratōr cf. 2 Corinthians 6:18] or ‘Universal

Ruler’. … The Supreme God is a Being eternal, infinite, absolutely perfect …
”.3
“Opposite to godliness is atheism in profession and idolatry in practice.
Atheism is so senseless and odious to mankind that it never had many
professors.”4
6. Man can initiate thoughts and actions; they are not merely the results of
deterministic laws of brain chemistry. This is a deduction from the biblical
teaching that man has both a material and immaterial aspect (e.g. Genesis
35:18, 1 Kings 17:21–22, Matthew 10:28). This immaterial aspect of man
means that he is more than matter, so his thoughts are likewise not bound by
the makeup of his brain.

The immaterial aspect of man means that he is more than matter, so
his thoughts are likewise not bound by the makeup of his brain.
But if materialism were true, then “thought” is just an epiphenomenon of the
brain, and the results of the laws of chemistry. Thus, given their own
presuppositions, materialists have not freely arrived at their conclusion that
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materialism is true, because their conclusion was predetermined by brain
chemistry. But then, why should their brain chemistry be trusted over mine,
since both obey the same infallible laws of chemistry? So in reality, if
materialists were right, then they can’t even help what they believe (including
their belief in materialism!). Yet they often call themselves “freethinkers”,
overlooking the glaring irony. Genuine initiation of thought is an insuperable
problem for materialism, as is consciousness itself.5
7. Man can think rationally and logically, and that logic itself is objective. This is
a deduction from the fact that he was created in God’s image (Genesis 1:26–
27), and from the fact that Jesus, the Second Person of the Trinity, is
the logos (John 1:1–3). This ability to think logically has been impaired but
not eliminated by the Fall of man into sinful rebellion against his Creator.
(The Fall means that sometimes the reasoning is flawed, and sometimes the
reasoning is valid but from the wrong premises. So it is folly to elevate man’s
reasoning above what God has revealed in Scripture.6) But if evolution were
true, then there would be selection only forsurvival advantage, not
necessarily for rationality.
8. Results should be reported honestly, because God has forbidden false witness
(Exodus 20:16). But if evolution were true, then why not lie? It is not that
surprising that scientific fraud is an increasing problem.7
Note, it’s important to understand the point here—not that atheists can’t be
moral but that they haveno objective basis for this morality from within their
own system. The fanatical atheistic evolutionist Dawkins admits that our
“best impulses have no basis in nature,”8 and another atheistic evolutionist,
William Provine, said: “Naturalistic evolution has clear consequences that
Charles Darwin understood perfectly. 1) No gods (worth having) exist; 2) no
life after death exists; 3) no ultimate foundation for ethics exists; 4) no
ultimate meaning in life exists; and 5) human free will is nonexistent.”9

If evolution were true, then there would be selection only for survival
advantage, not necessarily for rationality.
It is thus no accident that science has flowered since the Reformation, where the
Bible’s authority was rediscovered. And it is no accident that the country with the
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strongest remnants of Bible-based Christian faith, the USA, leads the world by a
mile in the output of useful science.
However, the Western world is largely living on the capital of its Christian heritage.
But the push to indoctrinate students into evolution, and therefore atheism (at least
for all practical purposes), undermines these Christian foundations of science
(cf. Psalm 11:3). Thus evolutionary teaching will not improve science, but destroy
it.
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3

Molecules and Mendel

27

And when a great multitude had gathered, and they had come to Him from every city, He spoke by a
parable: “A sower went out to sow his seed. And as he sowed, some fell by the wayside; and it
was trampled down, and the birds of the air devoured it. Some fell on rock; and as soon as it sprang up, it
withered away because it lacked moisture. And some fell among thorns, and the
thorns sprang up with it and choked it. But others fell on good ground, sprang up, and yielded a crop a
hundredfold.” When he had said these things He cried, “He who has ears to hear, let him
hear!” Then His disciples asked Him, saying, “What does this parable mean?” And he said, “To you it
has been given to know the mysteries of the kingdom of God, but to the rest it is given in
parables, that seeing they may not see, and hearing they may not understand (Isaiah 6:9).
Now the parable is this: The seed is the word of God. Those by the wayside are the ones who hear; then
the devil comes and takes away the word out of their hearts, lest they should believe
and be saved. But the ones on the rock are those who, when they hear, receive the word with joy; and
these have no root, who believe for a while and in time of temptation fall away. Now the
ones that fell among thorns are those who, when they have heard, go out and are choked with cares,
riches, and pleasures of life, and bring no fruit to maturity. But the ones that fell on the
good ground are those who, having heard the word with a noble and good heart, keep it and bear fruit
with patience.*Unless noted otherwise, all discussions involving cells pertain to human cells.

DNA
Terms to memorize
a. DNA—Deoxyribonucleic acid. Large molecule shaped like a twisted ladder. Each “step” of the ladder contains a
pair of nucleotides, joined at the middle by a hydrogen bond. One side of the ladder, called a DNA strand, contains
instructions to make enzymes and other proteins needed to build and maintain cells.
b. Nucleotide base—consists of a phosphate molecule, a deoxyribose sugar, and an amino acid (either adenine,
thymine, guanine, or cytosine).
28 The Exchange of Truth
c. Base pair—A pair of nucleotide bases, joined at the middle by a hydrogen bond. Makes a “step” on the DNA
ladder. Adenine always pairs with thymine, and cytosine always pairs with guanine. The DNA in just one normal
human cell contains 3.2 billion base pairs.
d. RNA—Ribonucleic acid. Similar to DNA (ribose sugar instead), and important in protein manufacture.
e. Amino acids—molecules that are the building blocks of proteins.Made primarily from nitrogen, carbon, oxygen,
and hydrogen. There are 20 naturally occurring amino acids.
f. Proteins—chains of amino acids. Examples of proteins include enzymes, hair, the lens in your eye, and countless
other things.
g. Enzymes—A protein that acts as a catalyst, which means it participates in chemical reactions and speeds them up,
but it is not destroyed in the process. Some enzymes help manufacture new chemicals, while other enzymes help
break down chemicals, as in digestion.
h. Codon—A set of three nucleotide bases on a strand of DNA that act as “code words.” Since there are 4 bases in
DNA and 3 “letters” in each code word, a total of 43 = 64 code words exist in the DNA language.Most of the code
words refer to a certain amino acid, but some signal the beginning or ending of protein manufacture.

What does DNA do?
At the moment of your conception, an egg cell, containing 23 of your mom’s chromosomes, and a sperm
cell containing 23 of your dad’s chromosomes united and began duplicating. Incredibly, now your body
contains billions of cells, all duplicated from that original cell, and inside the nucleus of
every one exists a copy of the original 23 chromosome pairs. Chromosomes are a single strand of DNA
(Fig. 3.1). Perhaps you have seen
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a photo or picture of chromosomes where they looked like a little “x,” but this shape only occurs for a
short duration during cell division.When a cell is not dividing, the DNA is stretched out into long strands.
When it is time for the cell to divide, one of the first actions is the DNA replicates. The DNA “unzips,”
and free nucleotides in the surrounding fluids come in and attach on the unzipped portion. Since adenine
only pairs with thymine and cytosine only pairs with guanine, two identical copies of DNA form, one for
each new cell.
David E. Shormann, PhD 29

Between periods of cell division, or mitosis, the DNA actively participates in
the manufacture of proteins (Fig. 3.2). Every protein is synthesized in accordance
with instructions in DNA1. During protein manufacture, only portions of DNA, called
genes, unzip. The sequence of nucleotide bases on some genes varies little from person
to person. However, enough different genetic information exists so no two people
(except identical twins) have the same DNA. Genes contain the instructions for making you, and since
half of these instructions came from mom and half from dad, you look a little bit like mom and a little bit
like dad, but not exactly like either one. Protein manufacture, or synthesis, requires two steps,
transcription and translation. Transcription begins at a promoter, a DNA base sequence signaling
the start of a gene. An enzyme assists in unzipping and combining nucleotides to form a strand of
messenger RNA (mRNA). The nucleotide pairing is the same for RNA as for DNA, except when adenine
is the base on DNA, uracil (not thymine) pairs with it on the RNA side.
After reaching a certain point on the gene, the mRNA molecule releases, carrying the transcribed message
over to a cell organelle called a ribosome, and translation begins. At the ribosome, mRNA combines with
transfer RNA (tRNA). Each tRNA molecule has an amino acid attached to a triplet of nucleotides known
as an anticodon. The anticodons find their matching codon on the mRNA, and as they link up, the new
protein forms. The amino acids link with peptide bonds, and when translation finishes, the protein
releases into the cell.

Amazing facts about DNA
Scientists define genomes as the DNA contained in a haploid (half) number of chromosomes for a given
species. The genome of a human contains about 30,000 genes made up of 3.2 billion base pairs! Let’s
look at some numerical facts about just one chromosome, chromosome number 222.
- 48 million base pairs
- 700 genes
- Smallest gene is 1000 base pairs long
- Largest gene is 583,000 base pairs long
- Average gene is 19,000 base pairs
Genes contain the instructions
for making you, and
since half of these instructions
came from mom and
half from dad, you look a little
bit like mom and a little bit
like dad, but not exactly like
either one.
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Figure 3.1 Location and structure of DNA.
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Figure 3.2 Cell processes during and after cell division
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Since every three base pairs is a “code word” for a specific amino acid, chromosome
22 can make proteins ranging from about 333 to almost 200,000 amino acids long! Keep in mind we are
just talking about one chromosome. Even a microscopic bacterium like E. coli has 4,279 genes in its
genome. We will discuss the significance of these numerical facts when we cover mutations
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and probability in Chapter 4.

Why concern ourselves with DNA?
Every living organism contains the wonderfully complex DNA molecule, yet has so many different
arrangements that each species has unique sequences of DNA base pairs. DNA is a fantastic example of
unity amidst diversity. Starr and Taggart believe “This molecular constancy and variation among species
is the foundation for the unity and diversity of life.”3
Chemically, this is correct, but Scripturally, it is not. DNA is a “second cause.” DNA is super-special and
superimportant, but it does not work by itself. DNA requires the correct environment containing the
proper chemicals to unwind it and start the protein synthesis process. DNA does nothing without help
from other chemicals, none of which will ever make or do anything without a First cause organizing them
to produce and reproduce life.

Genetics
More terms to memorize!
a. Genetics: Study of heredity.
b. Heredity: The total genetic endowment obtained from the parents.
c. Gene: A segment of DNA containing the information for a heritable trait, passed on from parent to offspring.
d. Allele: Multiple forms of the same gene. Examples include alleles for hair color,
eye color, and skin color.
e. Chromosome: A DNA-containing body. Found in the nucleus of human cells.
f. Locus: The exact location of a gene on a chromosome

DNA does nothing without
help from other chemicals,
none of which will ever make
or do anything without a First
cause organizing them to produce
and reproduce life.
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g. Homologous pair of chromosomes: Two chromosomes having the same alleles
in the same order. Human cells have 23 homologous pairs of chromosomes.
h. Diploid: The condition of having two pairs of chromosomes.
i. Haploid: The condition of having only one member of each homologous pair
of chromosomes. A characteristic of egg and sperm cells (gametes).
j. Genotype: A single gene pair.
k. Phenotype: The physical trait expressed by a gene pair, or genotype.
l. Homozygous: Having the same alleles at the same locus on homologous chromosomes;
a “purebred.”
m. Heterozygous: Having different alleles at the same locus on homologous chromosomes;
a “hybrid.”

Gregor Mendel (1822-1884)
Most scientists consider Gregor Mendel, a contemporary of Darwin, the “father of genetics.” Although
we know little of his personal beliefs, we do know he was a Franciscan monk, and we know he rejected
Darwin’s ideas about evolution.His pea experiments, carefully controlled and mathematically
analyzed, provided the basis for our understanding of heredity4. Mendel worked with thousands, as
opposed to tens or even hundreds of pea plants, because he understood how important mathematical
probability was in experimentation. What is mathematical probability? We’ll talk about it more in
Chapter 4, but for now, here’s a simple example. If I flip a coin, the mathematical probability
of it landing on heads is 1 in 2, or 50%. If I test this with an experiment and flip a coin 4 times, I may or
may not get the coin to land on heads 2 of 4 times. However, the more times I flip the coin, the greater the
chances are that I will come up with results closer to the mathematical probability of 50%.
Mendel understood mathematical probability, which is why he studied so many pea plants. For example,
in a test with pea seed color, he had 8,023 seeds in his experiment5! In any science experiment, the more
times the experiment is repeated with similar outcomes, the more believable it is. Mendel hypothesized
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that plants might inherit two “units” (what we now call genes) of information about a trait, one from each
parent. To test his hypothesis, he studied pea plants through two generations. We can better understand
Mendel’s genetic tests by drawing a Punnett Square (Fig. 3.3). The Punnett Square helps us visualize the
transfer of genetic material from parent to offspring. To study pea color,Mendel obtained plants
that were homozygous (purebred) for yellow and green peas. He knew cross-34 The Exchange of Truth
fertilizing purebred green with purebred yellow plants would result in yellow pea plants, because the
allele for yellow pea color dominates over the allele for green pea color. This is called simple dominance.
Keep in mind not all alleles display simple dominance. When using a Punnett Square, represent a
dominant allele with a capital letter, and a recessive allele with a lowercase letter. For our discussion with
peas, we will represent the dominant, yellow allele with a capital Y, and the recessive,
green allele with a lowercase y. In a purebred yellow plant, all the cells in the plant have a pair of Y
alleles.We say their genotype is YY, pronounced “big Y, big Y.”When the plant forms gametes, or sex
cells, which only contain one of each allele, the only possibility is for the gametes to have Y alleles.
Likewise, a purebred green plant’s genotype is yy or “little y, little y,” and its gametes only
contain recessive y alleles. Using the Punnett square in Figure 3.3, it is easy to determine the genotype
of offspring produced by crossing purebred green and yellow plants: Figure 3.3. Punnett square for crossing
of purebred green (yy) with purebred yellow (YY) peas.

The Punnett square gives the mathematical probability of the outcome of a crossing. In the cross shown in
Fig. 3.3, there is a 100% probability the offspring will possess a Yy genotype, and therefore all peas
would express the yellow phenotype.However, since Mendel couldn’t see the genes, and since all the
peas were yellow, he had no idea if they were YY or Yy genotypes. Therefore, he crossed the
heterozygous Yy plants with each other, and studied this new generation, described in Figure 3.4.
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Figure 3.4. Punnett square for crossing of hybrid (Yy) pea plants.

3 out of 4, or 75% of the plants will have the yellow phenotype. A 50% probability exists for having
offspring with a Yy genotype, and 25% probability for either YY or yy genotypes. In Mendel’s actual
experiment with pea color, he found 6,022 out of 8,023, or 75.06% of the plants were yellow, incredibly
close to the predicted percentage. The results of Mendel’s pea experiments serve as the basis for the
Theory of Segregation, stated as follows:
Diploid cells have pairs of genes, on pairs of homologous chromosomes. The two genes of each pair are
segregated during the formation of gametes [reproductive cells], so they end up in different gametes.6
Knowledge of mathematical probability is critical to understanding how traits pass from parents to
offspring in sexually reproducing animals, and when experimental observations match up with theory, we
gain confidence that what we are observing is really “the way it is.” The scientists of Mendel’s day did
not understand his experiments, and only later did others appreciate the significance of his work. Now,
Mendel’s experiments and theories serve as the foundation to any study of genetics.

Asexual reproduction
All the preceding genetics discussions referred to sexually reproducing organisms like birds, bees and
bass.We have not discussed asexually reproducing organisms, like bacteria. These organisms only contain
a haploid number of chromosomes, and when they divide, they make a copy of their DNA for the
new cell. The two resulting cells are clones of each other. However, there are 36 The Exchange of Truth
processes, such as conjugation in bacteria, where two bacteria exchange sections of DNA. Processes like
conjugation ensure “unity amidst diversity” in asexually reproducing organisms. It is so important to look
for unity amidst diversity in Creation, because it is an attribute that reflects the triune nature of
God. He is the First cause, and DNA and reproduction are the second causes He employs to ensure His
creation will always be a reflection of Him, leaving mankind without excuse for knowing about Him
(Romans 1:20).

Chapter 3 Summary:
Your body is made from billions of cells, amazingly complex, tiny, self-replicating systems. Inside every
single one of your cells is a nucleus, and inside that are 23 homologous pairs of chromosomes. The total
number of chromosome
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pairs in a cell varies between organisms. Each chromosome is a continuous strand of DNA containing
distinct sections called genes. DNA has the shape of a spiral staircase, and the steps are pairs of
nucleotide bases linked in the middle by a hydrogen bond. A gene’s DNA contains a coded message
for the manufacture of a specific protein. Proteins are just chains of amino acids, and
every 3 bases on a DNA strand is a code word, or codon for one of the 20 known
amino acids. Cells manufacture protein molecules via transcription and translation.
The sum of all of your genes, or your genome, contains an astounding 3.2 billion base pairs of DNA.,
which means that inside each cell, there are about 1 billion code words. This equals about 1000 books of
500 pages each, using the smallest print you can read, and your cells can duplicate this information in
about 8 or 9 hours! By applying the truths of the senses, truths of understanding, and truths of
belief to the question “How did DNA get here?”, the only logical answer is that the God of the Bible
created DNA. This truth becomes clearer when we study further the parable of the sower, quoted at the
beginning of this chapter. Remember that parables are analogies or abstract truths applied to a variety of
situations. Dr. A.E. Wilder-Smith (1915-1995), a Bible believing Christian with three
doctorate degrees, applied the parable of the sower to explain that God, not evolution, created the genetic
code7.Wilder-Smith said that when we think, we think in a concept, and we put that concept into a code,
which is our language. For example, if someone gives me a gift, I think of the concept of thanksgiving,
Inside each cell, there are
about 1 billion code words.
This equals about 1000 books
of 500 pages each.
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and I put that concept into a code (the phrase “thank you”), and that code is my language. Smith said there
is no natural law for codes, that they are entirely arbitrary. For example, “gracias” (Spanish) also means
thank you, and so does “spaciba” (Russian). There is no natural law that says when the concept of
thanksgiving comes to my mind, the organization of that thought has to be expressed as the English
phrase “thank you.” The point here is that we can express the concept of thanksgiving by using a
language, which is an organized code created by people.We use this code to organize and express our
thoughts. In the parable of the sower, Jesus told his disciples the seed represented the
Word of God. Think about this now. From a material standpoint, what are seeds? Seeds are just “packets
of genes,” and genes are code words, and just like languages are expressions of human thoughts, the 64
code words contained in genes are expressions of God’s thoughts! When we look at God’s word, we see
that when planted in fertile soil (a good and noble heart), the seed bears much fruit, but when planted in
poor soil (a hard heart), it withers away. The same thing happens to a physical seed, and is an incredible
example of God revealing His attributes to us through a study of His works. God is the First cause who
created the “letters” of the DNA “alphabet,” and used them to create assembly instructions for every
living thing. The unity amidst diversity we see in Creation is an attribute of God, and the molecular
constancy (every living thing has DNA) and variation (everything except clones have different

arrangements of DNA) are because of Him, not in spite of Him.
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The slow, painful death of junk DNA
Image stock.xchng

by Robert W. Carter
Published: 9 June 2009(GMT+10)
[Ed. note: subsequently published in Journal of Creation 23(3):12–13, 2009;
see PDF.]
So-called “junk DNA” has fallen on hard times. Once the poster child of evolutionary
theory, its status has been increasingly challenged over the past several years.
Functions for junk DNA have been cited at other places on this website1 and in
the Journal of Creation2. In The Great Dothan Creation Evolution Debate,3 my
opponent’s main argument, to which he returned again and again, rested on junk
DNA. I warned that this was an argument from silence, that ‘form follows function’,
and that this was akin to the old vestigial organ argument (and thus is easily
falsifiable once functions are found). We did not have to wait long, however,
because a new study has brought the notion of junk DNA closer to the dustbin of
discarded evolutionary speculations. Faulkner et al. (2009)4 have put junk DNA on
the run by claiming that retrotransposons (supposedly the remains of ancient
viruses that inserted themselves into the genomes of humans and other species)
are highly functional after all.

Background
Based on the work of J.B.S. Haldane (Haldane 1957)5 and others, who showed that
natural selection cannot possibly select for millions of new mutations over the
course of human evolution, Kimura (1968)6 developed the idea of “Neutral
Evolution”. If “Haldane’s Dilemma”7 was correct, the majority of DNA must be nonfunctional. It should be free to mutate over time without needing to be shaped by
natural selection. In this way, natural selection could act on the important bits and
neutral evolution could act randomly on the rest. Since natural selection will not act
on neutral traits, which do not affect survival or reproduction, neutral evolution can
proceed through random drift without any inherent ‘cost of selection’.8 The term
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“junk DNA” originated with Ohno (1972),9 who based his idea squarely on the idea
of Neutral Evolution. To Ohno and other scientists of his time, the vast spaces
between protein-coding genes were just useless DNA whose only function was to
separate genes along a chromosome. Can you see how the idea of junk DNA came
about? It is a necessary mathematical extrapolation. It was invented to solve a
theoretical evolutionary dilemma. Without it, evolution runs into insurmountable
mathematical difficulties.

Junk DNA is a necessary mathematical extrapolation. It was invented to
solve a theoretical evolutionary dilemma.
To recap for emphasis: Junk DNA is not just a label that was tacked on to some
DNA that seemed to have no function; it is something that is required by evolution.
Mathematically, there is too much variation, too much DNA to mutate, and too few
generations in which to get it all done. This was the essence of Haldane’s work.
Without junk DNA, evolutionary theory cannot currently explain how everything
works mathematically. Think about it; in the evolutionary model there have only
been 3–6 million years since humans and chimps diverged. With average human
generation times of 20–30 years, this gives them only 100,000 to 300,000
generations to fix the millions of mutations that separate humans and chimps. This
includes at least 35 million single letter differences,10 over 90 million base pairs of
non-shared DNA,10nearly 700 extra genes in humans (about 6% not shared with
chimpanzees),11 and tens of thousands of chromosomal rearrangements. Also, the
chimp genome is about 13% larger12 than that of humans, but mostly due to the
heterochromatin that caps the chromosome telomeres. All this has to happen in a
very short amount of evolutionary time. They don’t have enough time, even after
discounting the functionality of over 95% of the genome—but their position
becomes grave if junk DNA turns out to be functional. Every new function found for
Junk DNA makes the evolutionists’ case that much more difficult.

Without Junk DNA, evolution runs into insurmountable mathematical
difficulties.
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One of the important classes of “junk DNA” is retrotransposons, which were thought
to be leftovers from ancient virus infections where bits of DNA from the viruses had
been randomly inserted into the DNA of humans (for example).
The idea that huge stretches of human DNA are useless junk left over from evolution is itself
having to be progressively junked.

Enter Faulkner et al. (2009). Working in human and mouse, they discovered that
between 6 and 30% of RNAs13 start within retrotransposons. Their distribution is
clearly not random. This was a shock in itself, but they added that these RNAs are
generally tissue-specific, as if there were different classes of retrotransposons
involved in regulating gene expression in different tissues. From the start, their
conclusions do not seem to support the idea that retrotransposons are evolutionary
junk, but it gets better from there. It turns out that retrotransposons coincide with
gene-dense regions and occur in pronounced clusters within the genome,
emphasizing the non-random distribution pattern. When they occur upstream of
protein coding genes, they provide an abundance of alternative start sites for
transcription, producing abundant alternative mRNAs and non-coding RNAs. On the
downstream end, over one quarter of RefSeq (protein-coding) genes14 have a
retrotransposon in their 3’ UTRs,15 and these reduce the amount of protein
synthesized. They concluded that these 3’ UTRs are the site of intense
transcriptional regulation. This is hardly something one would expect from junk
DNA! Based on the distribution of retrotransposons, they identified a whopping
23,000 candidate regulatory regions within the genome. In addition, they found
2,000 examples of bidirectional transcription caused by the presence of
retrotransposons (where the DNA is “read” in both directions, not just one direction,
which is thought to be the norm).
At one point Faulkner et al. try to downplay their results. They point out that only
some retrotransposons contain active promoters and that only some of these are
functional. They do not advocate a universal function for retrotransposons.
However, as Faulkner et al. also point out, retrotransposons are highly abundant,
with thousands of retrotransposon promoters immediately adjacent to protein
coding genes, influencing their regulation and, they assume, their evolution. They
concluded that retrotransposons have a key influence on transcription genomewide, that they are “multifaceted regulators of the functional output of the
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mammalian transcriptome”, that they are “a pervasive source of transcription and
transcriptional regulation”, and that they “must be considered in future studies of
the genome as a ‘transcription machine’.”

Evolutionists just lost one of their favorite pieces of evidence: the
‘presence of ancient deactivated viruses in the genome’
These results are stunning. With genome regulation becoming more and more
complicated, and with more and more of the genome being demonstrated to be
functional, one wonders how long evolutionists can hold to the idea of junk DNA?
However, hold on to it they must, for without it they lose one of their best
arguments. But they just lost one of their favorite pieces of evidence: the presence
of ancient deactivated viruses in the genome. Rather than being functionless
vestigial remnants of our past, retrotransposons turn out to be functionally
integrated into the amazingly complex regulatory apparatus of mammalian
genomes!
I’d like to point out that young-earth creationists do not require the entire genome
to be highlyfunctional. While I suspect that direct and indirect controls of
transcription will eventually be found for most of it, there may be very large
stretches of the genome that just add temporal structure to the functional parts.
Think of them as scaffolding in a three-dimensional genomic skyscraper. Even these
portions will be functional (because of a need for structure), though they may not
contribute directly to genome regulation, and their sequence specificity might be
very weak. We’ll have to wait to see how it all works out in the end. For now, let us
take heart that one more weak link in the evolutionary line of arguments has been
exposed.
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