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POPE JOHN PAUL II AND HIS 
EXTENSIVE TRAVELING 

By Prof. John E. Dahlin, Editor 

(An evaluation of the appearance of the Pope in the United States and elsewhere) 
During his papal office of only a 

little more than one year, Pope 
John Paul II, has traveled more ex-
t e n s i v e l y t h a n a n y of h i s 
predecessors in this brief period. 
This is an abrupt depar ture from 
the traditional position of the 
Roman Popes in the past. The only 
exception was the time of Pope 
Paul w h o took a few trips outside 
Italy during a longer period of 
t ime. The new Pope is a non-
Roman, but that in itself is not the 
main reason for breaking the 
general tradition of the papacy in 
history. During the past year Pope 
John Paul II has visited Mexico, 
Poland, Ireland and the United 
States. In late November he 
traveled to Turkey visiting some 
important cities there. It was ob-
vious that he would be en-
thusiast ical ly received in the 
Catholic areas visited. In our coun-
try, however, where the Pro-
testants are in the majority, he was 
very well received, not only by 
President Carter, but a number of 
Protes tant leaders have given 
laudi tory s ta tements publically 
about his journey to our land. 
Great mult i tudes came out to see 
him wherever he appeared while 

he was here. The trip was a public 
re la t ions a c h i e v e m e n t of un-
p r e c e d e n t e d p ropor t i ons . The 
most commonly expressed feeling 
of those who saw and heard him 
was, "You cannot help but like 
h im." 

THE REASON FOR THE 
POPE'S TRAVELS 

No Pope during recent decades 
has been as outgoing a person as 
the present one. He loves people 
and mingles with them without 
manifesting any aloofness due to 
his high office. During the time of 
strained relations with the Com-
munist government of Poland, as a 
high ecclesiastical leader of that 
land, he acquired many skills and 
a remarkable gift of diplomacy. 
He has what many have called a 
real "Char i sma." And, along with 
other brilliant qualities, it brought 
more recognition to him than that 
given to his predecessors. It was 
clear to careful observers that Pope 
John Paul II sought to extend his in-
fluence as widely as possible, par-
ticularly during the present world 
crisis. No doubt his effort has been 
a plus with respect to the establish-
ment of better human relation-
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ships in this precarious period of 
history. Indeed this was one 
reason for his decision not to live 
in isolation at the Vatican as the 
tradition has been in the past. 

Moreover, the Pope realizes that 
the re are m a n y e lement s of 
dissenters wi thin the Catholic 
Church w h o advocate some major 
c h a n g e s in the ecc les ias t ica l 
system. In other words, there is 
considerable ferment within the 
Church. First, there is a con-
siderable amount of dissent within 
the clergy with regard to the in-
flexible position of the Church on 
celibacy for the priests. This has 
created a problem for the papacy. 
Then, there is the ongoing exodus 
of many priests f rom the service to 
the Catholic Church. And, their 
seminaries have seen the number 
declining rapidly in recent years 
among the men in training for the 
pr iesthood. This consti tutes a 
t h r e a t to t h e e x p a n s i o n of 
Catholicism. According to the 
statistics in one recent year, the 
Cathol ic C h u r c h gained only 
50,000 members . Even some of the 
aggressive cults have done better 
with reference to numbers gained 
during the same year. This is a 
very small gain for the Church 
which has 49,000,000 baptized 
members in the U.S. Furthermore, 
there is an addition, the problem of 
the expansion of the liberation 
theology particularly in the Latin 
American countries. These liberal 
groups (often revolutionary) urge 
the Church to take side with the 
poor and oppressed, hence giving 
support to the liberation move-
ment of the activists. The Pope fac-
ed this problem in his recent visit 

to Mexico. Here in America the 
Pope felt the impact of feminism 
and the vocal demand that w o m e n 
who qualified should be allowed to 
attain priesthood. (This has never 
been possible w i th in Roman 
Catholicism). Finally, the ex-
panding demands of the youth 
were also manifested during the 
visit of Pope John Paul II. To the 
youth he made the appeal to turn 
away from a worldly life and 
temptations, and trust in revela-
tion not in rebellion. 

When addressing the General 
Assembly of the United Nations, 
the Pope appealed to governments 
to manifest a greater compassion 
for the needy and down-trodden. 
Obviously, he was seeking to in-
fluence the prosperous nations to 
bridge the gap existing between 
the have and the have not nations. 
He appealed also to the oppressed 
people to rejoice in God 's love and 
that the Lord had not forgotten 
them. These various efforts of the 
Pope were clear indications of his 
skill in meeting difficult issues 
during his visit. 

THE PAPAL DILEMMA 
Figurately considered, the Pope 

must walk the tight rope as it were 
in dealing with growing dissent as 
well as retaining an effective rela-
t i o n s h i p w i t h t h e C a t h o l i c 
establishment, especially at a time 
when the liberals call for changes 
wi th in the sys tem. This the 
hierarchy does not approve, and 
the Pope realizes that it would be 
extremely unwise for him to op-
pose the majority of the Bishops, 
who for the most part are con-
servatives. Therefore , in their 
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presence he came down hard on 
certain practices. He lectured 
against contraceptives, abortion, 
and divorce. And, he publically re-
jected the demand of a con-
siderable group of Catholic women 
in attaining priesthood. He did this 
by pointing out that the Lord chose 
only males for leadership. In addi-
tion, the Pope struck out against 
homosexual i ty and lesbianism. 
(This writer commends him for his 
outright rejection of these ex-
panding trends in our misguided 
society). 

THE CATHOLIC CHURCH 
REMAINS BASICALLY 

UNCHANGED 
The present ruler of Roman 

Catholicism made it completely 
clear that the historic doctrinal 
position of the Church must re-
main intact. We find no will-
ingness on his part to consider any 
alteration on fundamenta ls and 
practices of the Church. Even the 
ecumenical-minded head of the 
ALC, Dr. David W. Preus, said," 
I was distressed about the Pope 
in his inflexible posit ion." And, he 
s a i d f u r t h e r , " T h e p a p a l 
ecumenicity was ambigious." He 
had reference to the theological 
dialog hoped for with reference to 
the release of the clergy from the 
vows of celibacy and the ordina-
tion of women. And, the ALC 
leader also felt that the Pope closed 
the door to a realistic position on 
p o p u l a t i o n c o n t r o l (in over-
populated areas) by means of using 
present-day methods for this pur-
pose. He continued his comment 
by saying, "The Pope spent his 
final day in raising stop signs." 

And, Dr. Preus finally added, "I 
found myself alternatively stirred, 
ambivalent and distressed over the 
course of the papal visit ." No 
doubt he echoed the feeling of 
many ecumenists in the land. In 
contrast, certain naive Protestants 
were carried away by the populari-
ty of the papal visit, and they con-
tinue to believe the Catholic 
Church will initiate basic changes 
in its system. This is illogical think-
ing in the light of the many pro-
nouncements of Pope John Paul 
II. It is only at the fringe area 
where change may occur, as e.g., 
the de-emphasizing of Latin at the 
services, and allowing a moder-
nization of the garments worn by 
the nuns. And, in dealing with Pro-
testants the Roman Church has 
softened its position by calling 
them "separated b re th ren" and 
not "heret ics" as in the past. The 
fact is Roman Catholicism con-
tinues in its historic position. If it 
a l lowed a weaken ing of the 
authority at the top, and in the 
hierarchy, it could not carry on ef-
fectively in its world-wide ac-
tivities. I shall now proceed to 
point out the inflexibility of the 
Roman Church in the following 
areas: 

On the matter of the apostolic 
succession, the Church insists that 
Peter was the first Pope and the 
vice-gerent of Christ on earth. This 
is being followed to the very letter. 
The present Pope is in that long 
line of succession and it is pre-
served. This makes the Pope the 
authoritative head of the Church 
on ear th and the only t rue 
shepherd of God 's flock. And, 
when the Pope speaks "Ex-
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Cathreda" he is infallible. This 
doctrine was proclaimed in the 
year 1870. In addition, Catholic 
doctrine is maintained that salva-
tion is in and through the Church 
with the Seven Sacraments being 
vital to salvation. Allied to this is 
the belief that the Lord's Supper 
(mass) the Eucharist becomes the 
real body and the real wine the 
real blood of Christ. This is 
known theologically as trans-sub-
stantiation. It implies that the 
sacrifice of Christ is being con-
tinually offered, hence a disbelief 
in the finished work at calvary. 
Moreover, the Virgin Mary is 
adored and called the Queen of 
Heaven, Mother of God, Refuge of 
Sinners, Mariology is fixed within 
the Catholic system. In fact, the 
veneration of Mary has increased 
and not diminished. Purgatory, 
which is not mentioned in the 
Bible, is believed to be the place 
where the departed go at death for 
a longer or shorter period until 
released. No change is forthcom-
ing in that teaching. And, justifica-
tion by faith (as Luther held) is re-
jected. Faith and works are both 
necessary to salvation. It is being 
maintained within the Catholic 
s y s t e m . T h e B o o k s of t he 
Apocrypha are held to be equal to 
the Bible. But the fact of the matter 
is neither Christ or any of the New 
Testament writers ever quote from 
these spurious books, indicating 
that they were not regarded as 
God 's revelation. And, to the sur-
prise of many, the Catholic Church 
maintains that tradition is equally 
as valid as revelation or Scripture. 
This the great Catholic Councils 
established long ago. Finally, it 

should be remembered that the 
Catholic Church exercises its 
power of excommunication, or us-
ing the threat of it, to whip 
obstinate individuals into the line. 
This power was used to silence 
Father Coughlin who had the 
largest radio audience in the coun-
try forty years ago. The ec-
clesiastical head of the Catholic 
Church in the Detroit, Michigan 
area refused to allow him to con-
tinue as he was not an acceptable 
spokesman for the church. (This 
once prominent radio man, mainly 
forgotten, died recently at an ad-
vanced age). Nothing perhaps is 
feared more within Catholicism 
than being excommunicated. 

These positions, which I have 
mentioned, are not all, but they are 
the major teachings of the Catholic 
Church which r ema in intact . 
After all, they constitute the fun-
damental dotrines of that system. 
When people insist that the 
Catholic Church has changed, that 
is, substantially, they are either ig-
norant or guilty of wishful think-
ing. In the non-doctrinal area 
there is some relaxation of cer-
tain practices, of course. Pro-
fessors are exchanged with Prot-
estants in higher educational in-
stitutions, and at t imes marriage 
ceremonies are jointly performed 
by the clergymen of both groups. 
T h e s e a r e no t f u n d a m e n t a l 
changes, however. It is even possi-
ble that these relatively new ar-
rangements may lead to additional 
relaxation in some areas. It might 
be proper here to point out that in 
the United States, where the 
Catholic Church has minori ty 
status, many of its activities are 
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restrained, and are not followed to 
the extent in countries which are 
nearly totally Roman Catholic. 

This article is factual, and not 
anti-Catholic. There is much mis-
information in these matters at a 
t ime when great changes are tak-
ing place in numerous areas. 
Roman Catholics must enjoy here 
the same liberties as the Prot-
estants and other religious groups. 
In our land constitutional f reedom 
of religion is provided. This must 
be preserved or we will all lose our 

liberties. I am simply trying to con-
vey to the readers that we need not 
be swept away f rom making pro-
per evaluations at a time when 
popular waves of enthusiasm are 
seen, particularly as a result of the 
recent papal visit. The fact is that 
fundamenta l changes are not tak-
ing place within Roman Cath-
olicism. Our object should be to 
seek to lead many of the good 
people in that system to salvation 
and the understanding of the grace 
of God through Jesus Christ. 

THE PROPER POSITION ON SEPARATION 
By Prof. John E. Dahlin 

A great deal has been said and 
wri t ten on the matter of separation 
during recent decades. As Editor of 
The Discerner I have followed this 
development both with interest 
and concern for many years. On 
no other current subject, perhaps, 
a r e t h e p o s i t i o n s t a k e n as 
divurgent or irreconcilable. Dur-
ing the past decade we have in-
cluded a few articles on the subject 
of separation, in which the matter 
has been broadly treated by com-
petent writers. It seems that in this 
article the matter might well be 
discussed in somewhat more detail 
as the subject deserves fur ther 
analysis. Many seem to lose their 
balance and swing into some ex-
t reme position in the matter of 
separation. This is precisely what 
has happened among quite a 
number of people during recent 
years. In my observation there are 
at present four distinct categories 

within which people are identified 
on the matter of separation in the 
sphere of Protestant Christianity. 
THE ECUMENICAL-MINDED 

GROUP 
The first g roup wh ich has 

emerged rep resen t s the large 
liberal wing which advocates an 
all-out ecumenicity wherein no 
separation is practiced. This in-
cludes, of course, The World 
Council of Churches, and The Na-
tional Council of Churches. These 
large organizations have establish-
ed no barriers or restrictions in 
their inclusive program. All groups 
are welcome in the present church 
union, where the ecumenical spirit 
dominates those in control of the 
system. This inclusive arrange-
ment presents a broad spectrum, 
including the Unitarians at the left, 
and a variety of groups between 
until it reaches into some of the 
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more evangelical organizations. 
And, several of the cults also are 
included and are members in this 
broad, external church union. It is 
a hodgepodge of religious groups 
which have united in a major con-
solidation program. 

These ecumenists build their 
concept erroneously, I believe, on 
the statement in the prayer of 
Christ, recorded in John, chapter 
17. They hold up especially verse 
21, which reads "That all may be 
one, as thou, Father are in me, and 
I in thee, that the world may 
believe that thou hast sent me ." 
This s tatement is wrenched out of 
its proper context and applied in a 
way which was never intended by 
our Lord. Let me illustrate: 

The famous Dr. E. Stanley Jones 
promoted a few decades ago the 
idea of the formation of an all-
inclusive church union, to be 
known as The United Church of 
Christ. Had his pattern of church 
union been adopted, it would have 
followed that over every local 
church would be posted these 
words in bold-faced letters, The 
United Church of Christ, and below 
which would be the denominational 
label of the local church in paren-
thesis. This latter identification 
would imply that the local church 
was simply the agency of The 
United Church of Christ. The pro-
gram advocated by Dr. Jones was 
not adopted. Rather, there emerged 
a different body, namely the World 
Counci l of Churches , and in 
America also the National Council 
of Churches. The famous mis-
sionary of India believed the pro-
gram, if adopted, would cause the 
world to listen to the message of a 

United Church. He deplored the ex-
cessive fragmentat ion in Christi-
anity. Unfortunately he failed to see 
the illogical procedure which he ad-
vocated. How could men build a 
spiritual union with Unitarians, 
apostates, infidels and liberals of 
every hew and color and bring them 
together with the more evangelical 
organizations? Paul raised the ques-
tion, "What part hath he that 
believeth with infidels? And what 
agreement hath the temple of God 
with idols?" (2 Cor. 6:15, 16). 

In the light of Christ 's prayer 
mentioned, what is the explanation 
with regard to the unity for which 
He prayed? There is not the slightest 
indicat ion that our Lord had 
reference to some kind of external, 
ecclesiastical federation of organ-
ized religious denominations. He 
referred to God's redeemed people, 
that is, people who were His 
through faith and regeneration. 
There is no justification at all of ex-
panding the words of Christ to mean 
what was never intended. Certainly 
He did not seek a system such as the 
one developed in our generation. 
Bible-believing people have no pro-
blem to feel a oneness with fellow-
believers. This pleasant relationship 
I have enjoyed for more than one-
half a century. Christ limited His 
prayer to those who were born f rom 
above and had spititual life. He did 
not embrace the idea of an external 
world church union. 

THE DISTINCT SEPARATISTS 
To the far right in the broad spec-

trum of Christians of our t ime are 
t h e p e o p l e k n o w n as s t r i c t 
separatists, who insist on a total 
come-out-ism, not only f rom the 
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well known liberals, but they also 
include separation f rom others who 
appear tainted with the concept of 
compromise or toleration. This 
group, to the far right, is known as 
people following a second degree of 
separation. To illustrate: I remember 
a well known Bible teacher who 
said to a group of ministers that he 
w o u l d w i t h d r a w f r o m a n y 
ministerial association who even 
tolerated one single member that 
did not take a unequivocal stand on 
the Biblical doc t r ine . Another 
outstanding separatist refused to 
wri te an article for a conservative 
magazine because he noticed one 
person on the board of reference of 
that publication, who was not a 
pure separatist at every point. It is 
obvious that people within this 
rightist group do not support Cam-
pus Crusade, Youth for Christ, 
Congress on Evangelism, and the 
popular present-day Evangelistic 
Crusades. This group does not lack 
Scriptural passages, which they 
feel support fully their position. 
Here are a few of their passages 
c i t ed : E p h . 5:11 " H a v e no 
fellowship with the unfrui t ful 
works of darkness ." And also, 2 
Cor. 6:17, "Come ye out f rom 
among them and be ye separate, 
saith the Lord." In 1 Tim. 6:3,5 
Paul writes, "If any teach other-
w i s e , a n d c o n s e n t n o t to 
wholesome words, even the words 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, and to the 
doctrine which is according to 
g o d l i n e s s . . . f r o m s u c h 
w i t h d r a w . " 

In the context of Paul 's instruc-
tions to the churches, where he 
deals with existing spiritual condi-
tions, one may question whether 

the present-day separatists have 
given the right exegesis of such 
passages and that they must be ap-
plied in the manner that these 
distinct separatists practice. In-
deed, the verses quoted are im-
press ive , bu t they may not 
necessarily demand a drastic self-
imposed separation f rom every 
group where certain weaknesses 
may be present . In Paul 's Letters 
to the Church of Corinth, the apos-
tle displayed a remarkable wisdom 
in dealing with difficult situations 
prevailing there. Oversimplication 
of passages are not always the way 
Scripture passages should be ap-
plied. 

The pure separatists are easily 
identified, and their position need 
to be given thoughtful considera-
tion by all of us. 

THE MODERATE ELEMENT 
In our analysis of the various 

groups with respect to their posi-
tion on separation, a third category 
appears quite distinct. Several 
d e c a d e s ago a c o n s i d e r a b l e 
number of churches broke away 
from the old-line denominat ions 
b e c a u s e of t h e e x p a n d i n g 
liberalism in the parent bodies. 
The modera tes also found it 
necessary to organize in opposition 
to t h e a r r o g a n c e a n d t h e 
dominance of the liberals. This led 
to the establishment of several 
new organizations in the land and 
distinct denominat ions became a 
reality. And, many colleges and 
seminaries were placed in opera-
tion. New publications were pro-
vided to represent those who were 
opposed to liberalism. At the 
beginning period the groups were 
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positive and inclined toward tak-
ing a f irm position. In later years 
some of the same groups have 
taken a less vigorous attitude on 
the matter of separation. This has 
led many people to name them as 
t h e n e w e v a n g e l i c a l s , a n d 
sometimes they have been called 
the neo-evangelicals. Obviously 
there are considerable variations 
among the several million who 
belong in this category. Some are 
remaining separatistic in their con-
cepts, at least to a certain extent, 
others are ecumenical and non-
separatists. All in all, the third 
wing is not monolithic. Despite 
this broad spectrum reflecting the 
various positions held within the 
moderate group, there are some 
general characteristics by which 
the entire group may be identified. 
First, the moderate element is not 
particularly separatistic in its posi-
tion. To illustrate: some of the 
periodicals print articles from time 
to t ime by n o n - f u n d a m e n t a l 
wri ters along with others. No fixed 
line is being pursued in this 
regard. Moreover, the moderates 
s u p p o r t t h e c o o p e r a t i v e 
evangelistic crusades (which are 
non-separatistic) in the large cities 
across the nation, and they serve 
on the committees of the sponsors. 
And, in addition, one usually finds 
the moderates steer away from a 
policy of come-out-ism in the 
evangel is t ic ou t reach . Involve-
ment has become a key expression 
among them. To put it plainly, 
most of the moderates accept the 
social implication of the Gospel, 
and this position seems to become 
increasingly important to them. 
Helping the needy; in every way 

possible is an accepted respon-
sibility and h u m a n i t a r i a n ac-
tivities, such as the program of 
World Vision. It should be men-
t i o n e d tha t in g e n e r a l t h e 
moderates present the Gospel of 
Christ. This becomes a sort of dual 
program as it were . And, the 
moderates seek to find a way to 
engage in some kind of dialog with 
those of a liberal persuasion. On 
the theological front, the moder-
ates do not object to various 
pos i t ions on the sub j ec t of 
eschatology. On the matter of the 
Verbal-Plenary Inspiration of the 
Scriptures they do not always take 
a unequivocal stand in supporting 
that position. Often during public 
gatherings, and convocations, one 
finds that nationally popular per-
sonalities are invited to speak. 
They are on the rostrum even 
though some of them have not 
t aken a f i rm s tand for the 
evangelical faith. All of these mat-
ters, which I have discussed, pro-
vide some distinct ear-marks of the 
moderate elements in the category 
so designated in this article. This 
evaluation is made after many 
years of careful observation of 
those who may be classified as the 
moderates. 

THE RESTRAINED 
SEPARATISTS 

There is a fourth category, even 
if it cannot be identified as easily 
as the others which have been 
discussed. Actually this group con-
sists of true separatists, but they 
refrain from being involved in a 
continuous controversy with other 
evangelicals who may have reach-
ed some different conclusions on 
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the position on separation. This 
fourth separatistic group usually 
stays out of the many, broad ac-
tivities which are popular today. 
But, on the other hand, they do not 
feel it is necessary to be excessive-
ly drastic and harsh toward some 
of the brethren who honestly dif-
fer, and w h o do not see eye to eye 
with them on the matter of separa-
tion. Let me illustrate: In writing 
the introduction to my book, 
Glimpses and Reflections of a 
Ministry, Dr. John F. Walvoord had 
this s tatement: "The views ex-
pressed are shared by many who 
believe on the one hand, that they 
can have no part in modern 
liberalism, and should remain 
separate f rom apostasy, and on the 
other hand do not want to be 
n e e d l e s s l y c o n t r o v e r s i a l or 
divisive. To those who tend to go 
beyond the Scriptural instruction 
on separation, this book should 
serve as a useful, mature statement 

of where evangelicals should take 
their proper position in these dif-
ficult days of rapid theological 
change." Personally, I feel Dr. 
Walvoord expresses the proper 
position in these difficult days, 
w h e n the t endenc i e s a re to 
gravitate either to the far right or 
to the left on the matter of separa-
tion. This distinction is being ex-
e m p l i f i e d by a c o n s i d e r a b l e 
number of Bible-believing Chris-
tians of today. They represent a 
complete unwillingness to com-
promise on fundamenta l positions, 
and yet they do not feel inclined to 
fuel the fire of controversy with 
those brethren who have some 
honest differences with them on 
certain positions with respect to 
separation. This, then, is an over-
view on an important matter that 
confronts all of us. I sincerely hope 
the discussion will be helpful to 
the readers. 

A TRIBUTE TO DR. WILLIAM McCARRELL 
This long time leader of fundamental ism departed on August 25th at 

the age of 93. We were not aware of this when the previous issue of The 
Discerner was printed. He was a member of the Board of Reference of 
Religion Analysis Service for many years. Some years ago he wrote an 
outstanding article on liberalism for our magazine. Dr. McCarrell will be 
remembered longest for his 45 years pastorate at the Cicero Bible 
Church on the west side of Chicago. He also established the Fisherman's 
Club, and through its continued soul-winning work many were saved, 
including booze-runners, gangsters and gamblers. Dr. McCarrell also 
was one of the leaders in organizing The Independent Fundamental 
Churches of America, a very fine national organization of Bible-believing 
people. He preached until he was 91 when he suffered a stroke. During 
his ministry of nearly 70 years he touched thousands of lives. Indeed, he 
was an outstanding man of God during the greater part of this century. 
He will be missed by all conservative groups of our country. 

John E. Dahlin 
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CREATION IN SCHOOLS 
By Duane T. Gish, Ph.D., associate director of the 

Institute for Creation Research, San Diego, California 

T h e I n s t i t u t e fo r C r e a t i o n 
Research does not at tempt to force 
public school systems to give equal 
t ime to the creation theory of 
origins. It is the position of ICR 
that the best approach to the 
teaching of origins in the public 
schools is to persuade local and 
state boards of education and other 
educational authorit ies that good 
science, good education, academic 
f reedom and religious freedom de-
mand that the scientific evidence 
for both models of origins, special 
creation and evolution, be taught 
in the public schools. The present 
system of teaching only evolution 
indoctrinates our children in a 
naturalistic, mechanistic, human-
istic p h i l o s o p h y in v io la t ion 
of the separation of church and 
state. Furthermore, this system 
denies the student the right to 
make his own decision concerning 
the credibility of these two models 
of origins based on an analysis of 
all available evidence and the in-
terpretation of that evidence by 
each model of origins. 

ICR not only does not recom-
mend legal and/or legislative ac-
tion to force this but believes that 
such action, at least in most states, 
is ill-advised at this time. If all ef-
forts at persuasion eventually fail, 
then perhaps the only recourse left 
will be legislative or court pro-
ceedings. Members of the ICR staff 
of scientists have, on occasion, 
testified as individuals before 
legislative committees at the in-

vitation of those supporting legisla-
tion to require the teaching of both 
models, but no such legislation has 
ever been instigated or officially 
supported by ICR. 

Even if educational authorities 
adopt the two-model approach as 
official policy and adopt ap-
propriate educational materials to 
implement that policy, there will 
always be those teachers opposed 
to using this material who will 
scorn the creation alternative. 
Never theless , the major i ty of 
teachers will make a conscientious 
effort to teach the material objec-
tively; in fact, many teachers 
themselves will become convinced 
that the creation model is superior 
to the evolution model when they 
are exposed to all the evidence. At 
the very least, all s tudents will 
have the material available in their 
textbooks and many will accept 
the creation model in spite of op-
position f rom their teachers. 

The ICR has been accused of us-
ing "dubious arguments on the im-
probability or nonexistence of 
mechanisms and events postulated 
by evolutionists." Our arguments 
are certainly not dubious. It can be 
shown without the slightest doubt 
that if the best-known laws of 
science are accepted, and if well-
established physical processes and 
p r i n c i p l e s a re c o n s i d e r e d , a 
mechanistic, naturalistic, evolu-
tionary origin of the universe and 
of life is a physical impossibility. 

Concerning the Second Law of 
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T h e r m o d y n a m i c s , the c losed 
system versus open system does 
not even enter the picture when 
considering the origin of the 
universe. All evolutionists con-
sider the universe to be an isolated 
s y s t e m ( n o t h i n g e n t e r s t h e 
universe f rom the outside and 
nothing acts on the universe from 
outside itself). They believe fur-
ther that the universe began in a 
disordered state (as the result, 
perhaps, of the explosion of a 
primordial cosmic egg, the origin 
of which defies explanation) and 
that it t ransformed itself f rom this 
primitive chaos to the present 
cosmos, a highly ordered and com-
plex universe. The Second Law of 
Thermodynamics says that no 
isolated natural system can begin 
in a state of disorder and end up in 
an ordered and complex state. This 
law states that the order within an 
isolated system can only decrease, 
never increase. The theory of the 
evolution of the universe clearly 
violates this law. 

Even in open systems, in which 
case energy can enter f rom some 
outside source, there is a universal 
tendency toward disorder, decay 
and deterioration. In only those 
sys tems possessing appropria te 
e n e r g y c o n v e r s i o n m a c h i n e s 
(photosynthesis in green plants, 
power tools in automobile fac-
tories) and an appropriate control 
mechanism (the incredibly com-
plex genetic system in green plants 
a n d t h e h u m a n - c o n t r o l l e d 
assembly line in an automobile 
factory) is it possible for order and 
complexity to arise at the expense 
of an outside energy source. 

Without such systems, for exam-

ple, the ultraviolet light f rom the 
sun is terrible destructive. The 
h y p o t h e t i c a l p r i m i t i v e e a r t h 
would have been open to energy 
from the sun and that source 
would have supplied more than 
enough energy, but there could 
have existed no energy cnversion 
machines or control systems. The 
idea that the indescribably com-
plex system known as life could 
have spontaneous ly or iginated 
under these circumstances violates 
just about everything we know in 
science and is a nature myth in-
vented by man to explain his origin 
apart from God. ICR believes our 
students in public schools are en-
titled to know this. 

C o n c e r n i n g the p r o b a b i l i t y 
arguments, the numbers fed into 
the equations are certainly not a 
problem. Creation scientists use 
the numbers supplied by evolu-
tionists themselves, along with 
assumptions of evolution theory, 
and show that the postulated 
evolutionary events have a nil pro-
bability. 

For example, Julian Huxley 
calcula ted the p robab i l i ty of 
something as complex as a horse 
evolving f rom a single-celled 
o r g a n i s m by m u t a t i o n on ly 
without natural selection. Ac-
cording to his calculations, the pro-
bability was one chance out of one 
thousand raised to the million 
power (this latter number is equal 
to the number one followed by 
three million zeroes, a number so 
large that if trillions times trillions 
times trillions times trillions t imes 
trillions of universes were packed 
solid with electrons, the number of 
electrons they could contain would 
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not even approach that number!). 
But, says Huxley, natural selection 
was able to overcome these im-
possible odds! 

Creationists merely point out 
that no natural process could over-
come odds of that kind. Natural 
selection was evidently Huxley's 
god. They fur ther point out that 
the odds against an evolutionary 
origin of life, where natural selec-
tion could not operate, are almost 
infinitely greater. Surely students 
with even average intelligence can 
u n d e r s t a n d s u c h a r g u m e n t s . 
Evolutionists believe evolution in 
spite of the evidence, not because 
of the evidence. 

The fossil record is also highly 
contradictory to evolution theory 
but is remarkably in agreement 
with the creation model. Our 
s tudents need to know, for exam-
ple, that evolutionist David Kitts of 
the University of Oklahoma has 
stated that although evolution re-
quires in termedia te forms be-
tween species, the fossil record 
doesn' t supply them; and that the 
famous British anatomist Lord 
Zuckerman (an evolutionist) has 
said that if man has evolved from 
an ape-like creature, he did so 
without leaving a trace of the steps 
of the transformation in the fossil 
record. I repeat , evolutionists 
believe in evolution in spite of the 
evidence. The creation scientist 
a rguments are not designed to 
challenge the ingenuity of evolu-
tionists (and they are indeed in-
genious!), but are designed to show 
first that evolution could not have 
occurred (based on proven laws 
and principles of science) and, 
secondly, that indeed it has not oc-

curred (based on the fossil record). 
What is our goal in getting crea-

tion taught in public schools? It is 
put an end to an indoctrination or 
brainwashing designed to con-
vince s tuden ts that they are 
nothing more than a mechanistic 
product of a mindless universe, 
and to let them know that a 
Creator-God does exist. Millions 
will logically conclude that this 
Creator-God must also be their 
Lord and Master and that perhaps, 
after all, the Bible is more than a 
collection of myths. Here at ICR 
we have received many writ ten 
and spoken testimonies of conver-
sions to Christ following exposure 
to our debates , lec tures and 
literature; and many Christians 
have testified that their atti tudes 
toward the Bible were changed as 
a result of our ministry. 

We agree heartily that the best 
way of keep ing the w o r l d ' s 
philosophy out of our Christian 
youth is to educate them in Chris-
tian schools. But what about the 
millions of Christian youth who do 
not and perhaps cannot attend 
Christian schools? What about the 
millions of unsaved youth in 
public schools? Shall we permit 
our tax money in this pluralistic 
democratic society to be used to in-
doctrinate these students in a 
h u m a n i s t i c a n d e s s e n t i a l l y 
atheistic philosophy and view of 
our universe? Shall we continue to 
p e r m i t o u r C o n s t i t u t i o n a l 
g u a r a n t e e s of a c a d e m i c and 
religious f reedoms to be flouted? 
Shall we continue to finance such a 
system with our tax dollars while 
making no attempt to free it of 
these humanistic biases? We have 
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the t ruth on our side. The students 
in our public schools must be ex-
posed to that t ruth. For Christians 
to insist on less is unconscionable. 

The ICR staffd of seven scientists 
publishes a monthly journal entitl-
ed Acts & Facts which is free to 

anyone requesting it. Write the In-
stitute for Creation Research, 2716 
Madison Avenue , San Diego, 
California 92116. 

Used with permission of The Baptist Bulletin, 
Nov. 1979. 

BOOK REVIEW 
SECULAR HUMANISM: THE MOST 

DANGEROUS RELIGION IN A M E R I C A -
HOMER DUNCAN 

Christian Focus, Lubbock, Texas, 78 pages, paper, $1.50 
By Rev. Ewald Eisele 

The author of this enlightening 
but disturbing 78 page paperback, 
Homer Duncan, needs no in-
troduction to conservative and 
fundamenta l circles. His pen has 
been effective in attacking the 
enemies of the Truth before this 
and in this volume he continues 
his assault with vigor. 

He is d e a l i n g h e r e w i t h 
something that isn't usually con-
sidered to be a religion and in the 
early pages he d e f e n d s that 
designation by calling on, and 
quoting on page 14, John W. 
Whitehead and John Colan, as say-
ing in the Texas Tech Law Review, 
"The Supreme Court has recog-
nized this new religion as ' the 
religion of secular ism' ." 

The title page sounds this solemn 
warning, "It is unbelievable but 
true, the American taxpayers are 
paying for their own destruct ion." 
But there is also a solemn purpose 
for this 14 chapter book stated on 
page 7, "The purpose of this 
booklet is not only to inform, but 
to challenge to action. It is never 
too late to act when you are mov-
ing in the will of God ." Then page 
after page he exposes and ex-

pounds on what he rightly has 
labeled Dangerous. He begins by 
defining it as the secular religion 
that deifies man and dethrones 
God. Its avowed aim, he writes, is 
to replace theism with humanism. 

After dealing with the tenets of 
Secularism Humanism Mr. Dun-
can associates it first to the theory 
of evolution and then to com-
munism. In both of those two 
chapters the relation be tween 
these ideologies are not considered 
as a fu ture danger but as a present 
reality with which Christians to-
day are going to have to cope. 

The chapter, " H u m a n i s m and 
the Church of The Lord Jesus 
Christ" should be read over and 
over again by everyone professing 
faith in Jesus Christ. This is follow-
ed by a lengthy quote f rom The 
Church At The End of The Twentieth 
Century, by Francis Schaeffer in 
which Dr. Schaeffer brings a 
devastating attack on present day 
l iberalism—which Mr. Duncan 
elsewhere declares to be nothing 
less than Secular Humanism in all 
its subtleness. 

Americans are aware, and accept 
the fact, that most of the time 
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religious cults are very subtle in 
their approach and attack. But the 
danger of Secular Humanism lies 
not only in its subtleness but in the 
fact that the majority of the 
educators of the land are sold out 
to its tenets and are committed to 
spreading its poisons through our 
public schools and colleges. 

There is no doubt that here is a 
small but very important docu-
ment. Not only should every 
Christian read it, but it should also 
be read by every American who is 

concerned with the direction in 
which our nation is moving. 

Having presented his case, Mr. 
Duncan doesn' t leave the reader 
without a solution to the problem. 
The final chapter, "What We Can 
Do And Must Do" presents a 
down-to-earth plan of action. It is 
not a plan for the clergy, nor for 
the legislator, but for the grass-
roots American who is concerned 
with the future of the greatest na-
tion on the face of the earth. 

MOONEY'S FLOWERS WORTH $20 MILLION 
Officials of Rev. Sun Myung 

Moon's Unification Church have 
revealed f inancial records in-
dicating the group collected $20 
million in 1978 in street solicita-
tions. The information was made 
public to refute charges by Allen 
tate Wood, a former leader of the 
U.C. w h o has defected and is now 
a "deprogrammer . " 

In an interview with the New 
York Post, and in testimony in the 
Manhat ten Supreme Court, where 
the U.C. is seeking tax exemptions 
on its real-estate buildings, Tate 
had alleged that the group makes 
as much as $219 million a year 

through solicitations. 
The Post noted that neither 

figure cited by Wood or one pro-
vided by the U.C. could be in-
dependently verified. But the $20 
million cited by the U.C. for 1978 
represents a substantial increase 
over the $8 million it claimed for 
1975, the last year for which 
figures had been made public. 

Katie Lowrey, U.C. 's director of 
public affairs, said, "There are 
more people soliciting now, but in-
flation also goes into that. People 
who four years ago gave $1 for a 
flower now give $2." 

From "Eternity" November issue. 

YOUR FRIENDS WILL APPRECIATE THE DISCERNER 
At the beginning of the New Year we suggest that you send in gift 

subscriptions for your friends. They will benefit by the information pro-
vided by our magazine for the readers. 4 issues for $2.00; 12 issues for 
55.00. 
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PERTINENT QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
John E. Dahlin, Editor 

QUESTION . . . What is meant by a second degree separation which is 
referred to by certain writers? 
ANSWER . . . By a second degree of separation is meant more than a 
detachment from the liberals on Biblical doctrine. To this is added a 
separation from those within the Christian sphere who are tolerant on 
some issues, and who fail to take a decisive position in situations where 
the Scriptural teaching points to separation. This is regarded by many as 
a second degree of separation. 

QUESTION. . . Has the conservative position on separation eroded since 
the time, several decades ago, when a major break occurred between 
fundamental is ts and liberals? 
ANSWER . . . From observation of developments in this country and 
elsewhere it is apparent that the separatistic position has weakened dur-
ing the past generation. At the present time it appears that only a minori-
ty advocate a complete separation from those practices which are not in 
accord with the Biblical teachings on many vital issues involving the 
Christians in our time. 
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