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the Logos or reason, of which our reason is a pu-t'. : s.ineo all
the seeds of life and development are present within the Logos
it is called the 'spermatic Logoa',...When viewed thus, God

i1s the absolute mechanical necessity, the destiny, the fate
which determines everything." 27 :

In epposition to Pantheiasm Scripture affirms the dis-
tinction of God from His world, His transcendence over it as
well as His immanence in it, His free action in creation.
Genesis 1,1 clearly implies that God is previous and im-
measurably superior to the world, and plainly shows that the
created objects, therefore, cannot be God. It states con-
clusively that there is "One God and Father of all, who is
above all, and tliroushiall, and in you all.” 2

; Dualism is the error that prbohins the parai‘.lol existence
of the principles of good and evil. It was held by both
Gnostics and Stoics. "Gnosticism derived its dualism from
the Syrian systems which had beiln- lhnpod.under Paru; in-
fluences, Persian dualism was physical and con'siato'd.. of two
antogonistic principles - light and darkness. In Gnosticism
this physical dualism of light and darkness became a meta-
physical dualism of spirit and matter. Here the uorld of
matter (Hyle), which is under the governance of the ovil
prmiple » is from all eternity in v!.o_:l.ont oppog!.-t!.'oi to the
‘world of spirit (r{pwwery) which 1s ruled by the good God

2'?. Neve, History of Christian Thought, p. 23.
28. Eph..i_CJ, . e
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In the conflict some of the spiritual elements became im-
prisoned in the world of mtto-r. Such was the beginning of
the world and man, and likewise of sin and misery."” 29
Dualism comes in conflict with Genesis because verse 1
implies that in the beg!.nning thsro was only God and, by
deduction, that God being good, He could procure only good.
There 1is no room for an ev!.l principle whether you ca11 it
darkness or matter. Almost as 1f in direct answer to ~such
vagaries, God proclaims: "I form the 115‘:.\1;, and create dark-
ness: I make peace and create evil: .I the :l"..ord do ai.]. these
things." S0 Thus 1ﬁ opposition to Dualism we must maintain
with Paul that to us there is but one God, the Father, of
whom are all things and we in him." 51
The Hellenic systems of Gnosticism (Basilldes and Valon-
tinus of Alexandria) followed Plato in his Emanatioml '.lh Ory.
fThis theory which was held especially by the Alexandrians
and was extensiveiy develonea I;y them, served to e:.:pla:ln how
the world and man came 1nto existence. The system of Valen-
tinus 1n partioular had a highly fantastic and speculativo
process of cosmogony and theogony. From the hidden God there
emanated a long series of divine essences (%t£°ns ) whose in-
herent divine powor diminished 1nveraely with the d!.atanne of
removal rrmn the original div!.ne source. This proceu of
depotentianzauon continued untu a point was reached where
the spiritual element came into oontaut with matter and was

29. Neve g cit- Pe b4.
30. Is. '5‘2‘7 z
31. 1 Con 8,6.
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imprisoned in & mtornu body. Thus mam and the nertd sere
created," 52

The Emanational Theory denies tll.:at oraat.;i.on was a free,
determined a“.; of God. It ﬁaku of the creation an over-
flowing of the fulness éf l.)ivine 1ife in "aeons,” and it
makes of a personal God an abai:raotion, a vague "Absolute,”
who 1s too far removed from the world eithsr to have created
it or to govern and preserve 1t. The Genesis account, however,
asserts that God was aci—:ively engaged in creation without the
use Sr intermediary "neons._" The rest of Seripture maintains
that He is intensely interogted in and personally rules and
preserves the world. Calov in this connection remarks: "Crea-
tion does not conl!.st in amnatioi frm the essence of God,
nor in generation, nor in motion, or natural cha.ngc,...bnt
in outward action, by which through infinite power things aro
produced from nothing." :_"3 ;

A more recent phllosophy, at least in its formal develop-
ment,is Pessimism. "Pessimism is the -doqtrino 'that the world
1s a misfortune or a lapse, and, therefore, an economy of
evil and sorrow.” 34 It could be no more ably 11lustrated
than in the words of its outstanding exponent, sohopomxﬁ
"Well for those who have no conscious existence. 'l'he 11fe
of the animal is more to be envied than thlt of nn: the 1life
of the plant is better than that of the fish in tho_ nf:or.

S2e 'e“ . Oit. Pe 54.
33. c-lov‘ 9 - pe 179, Iunuu-. J. T., Op. oit.

34, KO,’IOI', 22. °1to. Pe 219,
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or even of the oyster on the rock. Yon-being is better than
belng, and unconsciousneas 1s the blessedness of what does
exist. The bsst would be 1f all existence were annihllated."35

Thls was hardly God's verdict. When He had finished His
work of creatlion, He, so to apeak, stood back and viewed His
handiwork, and He pronounced it "very good." Further,
Seripture tells us that among God's children there is moral
good, and joy and happiness in the world, for "He loveth
riphteousness and Judgment: the earth is Tull of the good-
ness of the Lord." Pessimism exaggerates the evlil and over=-
looks the good in the world,.

"ost important of all the philosophic syastems which are
dicmetrically opposed %o the Cenesls coreation account is
cvolution. This 1a the system whilch is prevalent today. It
masquerades under the gulse of sclence, which makes it all the
more insidious in this sclence-consclous age. It is being
tauzht in many of our public schools to our Christlan youth,
instlilling doubt into their minds and undermining thelr falth
and morals. TFor this reascn we shall consider it at greater
length.

We have classified evolution as a philosophy purpcsely.
For evolution is "a phllosophy, not a sclence; a system of
speculation, not verified knowledge.“36 As we stated before,
geience 1s the eonllectlion of facts and thelr classiflcation.

Anything which deviates from this 1s speculation. Thus

. Keyser, loc. cit.
gg. Ke;ser: L. S.s A System of Christian Evidence, p. 206.




sclence by its very nature is unable to reach the proldsm of
origins. "The more thoughtful scientists see this need of
some initial basis and they do not therefore attempt to
account for the origin of space or time, matter or force,
light or other radiation....The origin of life is equally
unaccounted for; and Darwin took 1life for granted in his
theories, without seeking to explain how it began. The posi-
tion of science in this matter was made clear by Sir William
Dawson, when he was questioned as to man's origin; 'I know
nothing about the origin of man except what I am told in
Scripture -= that God created him. I do not know anything
more then that, and I do not know anybody who does. I :would

say with Lord Kelvin that there is nothing in sciencé that
'" 3"

reaches the origin of anything at all.
Evolution, Lriefly defined, is "that theory whichlds

that all things have been brought to thelr present status
by a series of progressive changes according to certain fixed
laws, and by means of resident forces." °8 This, however,
1s 2 general definition of evolution. In this treatise we
are particularly interested in that branch of evolution
known as ¢osmic evolution. Cosmic evolution concerns itself
with the formation of the solar system and the heavenly bodies.
We shall consider two of these theories in parti.c\_l.lar, the :
Nebular Hypothesis and the Tidal Theory.

The Nebular Hypothesis was already advanced by Kant in

37. W. Bell Dawson, The Bible Conffrmed by s.clonce, P. 146,

== italics my Own.
38. Keyser, 0p. cit., P-. 206.
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in 1755, but especially later by LaPlace, whose name is
usually assoclated with it. According to this theory the
origin of the planetary system of the universe, in whlch our
earth is viewed as an incidental part, is traced to a2 vast
primeval nebula which f1lled sll the gpace at pregent em-
bodled by the planets. "This gas was supposed to be rotating.
Such a mass cof gas would contract under the mutual gravita-
tlon of its particles, and, when the attraction had gone a
certaln way, an outer ring of gas would be separated from the
main body. Turther contraction would separate off a second
ring, and then & third ring, and so cn. The theory then sup-
poses that each of these rings condensed into a comp;ct mass.
Each of thece masses became a planet. The central.mass_whlch
was left after all the rings haé been thrown off condensed

to form the sun,"3?

The Febular Hypothesls, 1n the first place, 1s in ob-
vlious opposition to the Bibllecal aceount. I, Genesis the
ereation 1s a free, determined act of God; in the Nebular
Hypothesis 1t 1s the accidental result of physical and chemi-
cal action. Turther, the hypothesls assumes the pre-existence
of matter; Genesls denles it. Tinally the Bible places the
origin of the solar system as subsequent to the creaztion of
the world proper; the Nebular Hypothesls reverses thls process.

In the second place, true science 1z opposed to the

theories involved 1n the Nebular Hypothesis. The satellltes

Bé..Sullivnn, Je We Yo, "Sclence, a New Record,' p. 21T
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of the various planets sometimes move in directions opposlte
to that suggested by the hypothesis. The dlscovery of this
fact has been the chlef factor in discrediting the theory.
The argument, explained by Sir Robert Ball, runs as follows:
"The solar aystem conslsts of some thousands of dlfferent
bodies; these bodles move 1ln orbits of most varied degree of
eccentriceity; they have no common direction; their planqs
are situated in all conceivable positions save only that
each of these planes must pass through the sun. =Stated in
this way, the present condition of the solar system 1s surely
no argument for the nebular theory. It might rather be saild
that 1t 1s inconcelvable on the nebular theory how a system
of this form could be constructed at all, Nine-tenths of the
bodies 1n the solar system do not exhlibit movements which
would suggest that they were produced from a nebula,">9
Turning from the discredited Nebular Hypothesls to the
favorite modern theory for the origin of the world, we have
the so-called Tidal Hypothesis. In the words of one of its
advocates we are told: "Thls theory attributes the formatlon
of the solar system to an acclident. We are to suppose that,
gsome thousands of millions of years ago, a wandering star
passed close by the -sun. The effect of such a close approach
would be to raise enormous tides on the sun. Indeed, 1f the

approach were close enough, a huge filament of matter would

39, Sir Robert Ball, In the High Heavens, D. 224, Quoted
by Gruber, op. cit., p. 30.



be torn from the sun. This filament, it can be calculated,
would be cigar-shaped structurs. At various points along 1%,
condensations would occur, these oondenqationa being most
massive where the clgar was thickest, thgt is, about the
middle. Gradually these condensations would form more
distinct masses, and the clgar-shaped flilament would be re-
placed by a number of separate bodles. Thus the planets
would be born." 4C

This theory, however, is open to all the Seriptural ob-
jections railsed before against the Nebular Hypothesis. It
attributes the origin of the solar system to a fortultous -
concurrence of circumstance, thus denying the Biblical creation
by a personal Ged. It places the orligin of the solar system
before that of the earth, while the Scriptural account asserts
that the earth was first formed, then the heavenly bodles.
It assumes the pre-existence of matter, while Scripture teaches
a creation ex nihilo. Furthermore, it is contrddicted by some
of the facts involved. The planet Fﬁgé, for instance,
though farther removed from the sun than the earth, is smaller.
According to the theory, since it 1s more toward the center
of the cigar-shaped filament, 1t should be larger.

There have been other evolutionistic cosmogonles, and
all of them are largely open to the same Seriptural objectiona.
All of them try to explain the origin of the world without

e

40, Sullivan, Je J.v. N-. 22. eit.' Pe 22.



