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looking back
and

Sometimes we hear skeptics say 
that the “young earth” interpre-
tation of Genesis started with 

twentieth-century fundamentalism or 
nineteenth-century Adventism. The 
truth is that interpreting Genesis as 
straightforward history is as old as 
written records.

During the rise of modern sci-
ence, many scholars naturally turned 
to Scripture as a key source of truth 
about early earth history. For example, 
in 1554 Johannes Buteo developed a 
detailed design of Noah’s Ark, which 
included space for all the animals and 
provisions.1 Jose de Acosta in 1590 
tried to figure out how animals came 
to the Americas from Ararat.2 In 1692, 
John Ray tried to account for rock lay-
ers based on the Flood.3 All of these 
early scientists were motivated by bib-
lical concerns and interpreted their 
findings in a biblical context.4

At the same time, scholars were try-

ing to shake off ancient traditions, such 
as the belief that the sun orbited the 
earth. Most renowned in this effort is 
Galileo, who found himself on the los-
ing end of an argument with Roman 
Catholic authorities about the nature of 
the cosmos. Galileo’s critics contended 
that the Bible taught that the earth was 
the center of the universe and the sun 
moved around it. In response to that 
charge, Galileo suggested that the Bible 
might use figurative language and so 
biblical interpretation should “accom-
modate” new scientific discoveries:

I think that in discussions of 
physical problems we ought to 
begin not from the authority of 
scriptural passages but from sense-
experiences and necessary demon-
strations. . . . It is necessary for the 
Bible, in order to be accommodat-
ed to the understanding of every 
man, to speak many things which 
appear to differ from the absolute 

truth so far as the bare meaning of 
the words is concerned.5

Galileo reasoned that because the Bi-
ble sometimes uses figurative language, 
we cannot rely on it to reveal true 
knowledge about the physical world. As 
a result, Galileo believed in a one-way 
relationship between science and the 
Bible, where science can change inter-
pretation of the Bible, but the Bible can-
not change scientific interpretations.

Galileo’s “accommodation” model of 
integrating faith and science became 
very popular in Europe, but it took 
several centuries for the destructive 
implications to work through Western 
culture. Debates over the interpreta-
tion of Scripture continued throughout 
the eighteenth century, and scientists 
began proposing theories that contra-
dicted Genesis. In the nineteenth cen-
tury, a group known as the scriptural 
geologists fought the first major battle 
over biblical authority in the emerging 
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science of geology.6

Darwin’s Origin (1859) sparked a 
similar battle over biblical authority in 
biology. At first, most Protestant Chris-
tians were skeptical of Darwin, but by 
1875 the majority of scientists had ac-
cepted evolution, and Christians were 
forced to make a choice. Some fol-
lowed Galileo’s lead and reinterpreted 
Genesis 1–11 as figurative or mythical. 
Others resisted the idea of evolution, 
insisting that the special creation of 
man was not open to reinterpretation.7 
These vocal opponents of evolution 
(hereafter “anti-evolutionists”) began 
the modern creationist revival.

Though early anti-evolutionists had 
little scientific training, by the begin-
ning of the twentieth century, several 
self-taught creationists began publish-
ing books and speaking on the subject 
of creation. Men like George McCready 
Price (1870–1963) and Byron C. Nel-

son (1894–1972) had little formal 
training but were more acquainted 
with scientific issues than their nine-
teenth-century predecessors.8

The next generation saw the first 
formally trained and credentialed 
creation scientists. Walter Lammerts 
(1904–1996) earned his doctorate in 
genetics from Berkeley in 1930,9 and 
Frank Marsh (1899–1992) earned his 
doctorate in ecology from the Univer-
sity of Nebraska in 1940.10 Lammerts 
went on to help found the Creation 
Research Society, and Marsh was in-
strumental in promoting modern ba-
raminology (see “Bara-What?” p. 33).

At this time, creationists tried to 
start their own professional societies. 
The Religion-Science Association in 
the 1930s accomplished little, but the 
Deluge Geology Society in the 1940s 
managed to publish several volumes of 
a journal.11

After the 1961 publication of Whit-
comb and Morris’s extremely popular 
The Genesis Flood, creationists again 
tried to organize a society, this time 
succeeding. In 1963, the Creation Re-
search Society began with a “team of 
ten,” including Lammerts, Marsh, Hen-
ry Morris, and Duane Gish.12

The Genesis Flood also paved the way 
for something different: it was a land-
mark attempt to provide a comprehen-
sive creationist model, integrating rig-
orous biblical exegesis with geology to 
account for the Flood. This was a dif-
ferent kind of task from the relentless 
critiques of evolution that dominated 
previous generations. The next genera-
tion of creationists have increasingly 
emphasized model-building, which has 
led to new creationist models in astron-
omy,13 geology,14 and biology.15

Recently, major collaborative research 
initiatives have been undertaken, such 
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as the RATE (radioisotopes and the 
age of the earth) project.16 Now, a new 
major work on creationist geology is 
soon to be published as an attempt to 
provide a comprehensive, updated cre-
ationist model of earth history.17

The current generation stands at a 
pretty exciting point in history. We grew 
up with creationism, and now Chris-
tian academic institutions increasingly 
embrace the value of studying science 
from a biblical perspective (see “Train-
ing Tomorrow’s Creationists” above). 
As creationist research becomes more 
common in Christian academia, more 
creationists are choosing to pursue ca-
reers in science.

As the next generation of creationists 
rises, what can they expect? We hope 
they will realize that creationists are 
heirs to a tradition that stretches back 
thousands of years, when God gave 
dominion to Adam. It’s a thrilling and 

humbling realization: as we each con-
tribute in our own small ways to the 
creation model, we work to know God 
better and show His glory to the world. 
Who knows what thrilling discoveries 
are just around the corner? May God 
continue to bless His obedient people 
and use us to further His kingdom. 
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Training Tomorrow’s Creationists
Innovative Opportunities for Eager Students

As creationism continues to mature, new programs are being developed 
for young students looking to make science a career or just looking for an 
interesting course of study “outside the box.” Here are three groundbreaking 
new programs:

• DEGREE IN GEOLOGY—Plans are well underway at Cedarville University 
to offer the first geology major based in young-earth creationism. The 
school is currently seeking funding for equipment and additional faculty. 
The goal of this rigorous, hands-on research major is to produce geologists 
who are ready for immediate employment or for graduate work in secular 
schools. Call 1-800-CEDARVILLE and ask for Dr. Whitmore.  

• ACTIVE DINOSAUR DIG—The Earth History Research Center and 
Southwest Adventist University cosponsor an annual dinosaur excavation at 
the Hanson Research Station in Wyoming. The excavation lasts four weeks 
in the month of June. Students get hands-on experience in professional 
excavation techniques, and enjoy regular lectures on topics related to 
dinosaurs and paleontology. See http://dinodig.swau.edu.

• MINOR IN ORIGINS STUDIES—The Center for Origins Research (CORE)
at Bryan College now offers a minor in Origins Studies. This unique 
program allows students to major in their chosen field, while pursuing a 
special focus on critical thinking, research skills, and the latest findings 
from the world of creationism. See www.bryancore.org.


