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Early Humans—Club-carrying Gavemen, or Greative Communicators?

Bert Thompson, Ph.D. and Brad Harrub, Ph.D.

Intelligence. Is it a gift from God, or sim-
ply the by-product of neurological processes
that ultimately “evolved” into a brain? Evo-
lutionists argue that early humans were little
more than dumb, club-carrying, ape-like crea-
tures that often lived in caves. Sadly, such im-
ages have inundated the public so effectively
that even some Christians question the intel-
ligence of early man.

The Bible is quite specific on this matter.
In Genesis chapter 2:16-20, Moses recorded the
following events:

And the Lord God commanded the man,

saying, “Of every tree of the garden thou

mayest freely eat: But of the tree of the
knowledge of good and evil, thou shalt
not eat of it: for in the day that thou eat-

est thereof thou shalt surely die.” And the

Lord God said, “It is not good that the

man should be alone; I will make him an

help meet for him.” And out of the ground
the Lord God formed every beast of the
field, and every fowl of the air; and brought
them unto Adam to see what he would call
them: and whatsoever Adam called every
living creature, that was the name there-

of. And Adam gave names to all cattle, and

to the fowl of the air, and to every beast

of the field.

Thus, at the very first mention of Adam (the
first man—1 Corinthians 15:45), we find him
communicating with God. Consider that even
before Eve was created, God already had given
very specific instructions to the man (Gene-
sis 2:15-17). For example, Adam was command-
ed to give names to the animals—a task he per-
formed even before the creation of Eve (Gen-
esis 2:19-20). In his classic work, Paradise to
Prison—Studies in Genesis, John Davis remarked:
Adam’s intellectual capacity probably sur-
passed ours; he was able to nameall the ani-
mals which inhabited that early environ-
ment (vv. 19,20). This silences the argument
that Adam was some type of primitive
man groping for self-identify and self-con-
sciousness. God created him with a com-

plete, unhindered intellect (1978, p. 82).
[Think, too, about this: not only did Adam
have to name all of the animals, but he also
had to remember what he had called them.
What would be the purpose of naming them,
if he could not remember the names to pass
on to future generations for their use?|

The conclusion to be drawn from all of
this evidence is that Adam obviously had the
ability to speak on the very day that he was
brought into existence! Ask any scientist—
evolutionist or not—and he will tell you that

communication via a language is one of the
main factors separating humans from animals.
The ability to develop an alphabet, use that
alphabet to form words, and then string those
words together in meaningful sentences in
both written and oral forms, shows incredi-
ble intelligence. And yet, here we have man
communicating with God, and naming the
animals, literally before Eve was even formed.
How does this mesh with the evolutionist’s
view that ancient humans were little more than
dumb, club carrying, ape-like creatures that
lived in caves?

The same day that God created Adam, He
put Adam to sleep and performed history’s
first human surgery. He fashioned the female
of the species from Adam’s rib, and then pre-
sented her to the man. Observe Adam’s re-
sponse: “And Adam said, “This is now bone
of my bones and flesh of my flesh; she shall
be called woman, because she was taken out
of man’ ” (Genesis 2:23). Here is Adam—Tless
than twenty-four-hours old—articulating intel-
ligible speech with a well-developed vocabu-
lary and advanced powers of expression. Note,
too, that Eve engaged in intelligent conversa-
tion with her adversary, Satan (Genesis 3:1-5).
An unbiased observer is forced to conclude
that God created Adam and Eve with the ca-
pability for oral communication. Little won-
der, then, that God asked Moses: “Who had
made man’s mouth?... Have not I, the Lord?
Now, go, and I will be with your mouth and
teach you whatyou shall say” (Exodus 4:11-12).

The idea that early people were “dumb’ 1s
simply wrong. Sadly, however, even some re-
ligionists have accepted such a view. For ex-
ample, John Clayton believes that “man has
been in a constant state of evolution” (1976,
p- 133). Concerning Adam, he therefore con-
cluded: “This writer sees no need to view Adam
as a highly advanced and sophisticated indi-
vidual. God had to make the first clothes man
wore so he wasn’t very advanced” (1978, p. 2).
Clayton, however, conveniently overlooked
the fact that when the Genesis account says
that God “made” Adam and Eve coats of skins,
such a statement does not necessarily imply
that the Lord Himself actually manufactured
the garments, since the Hebrew term “made”
can denote that which one “appoints to be
done” (see Jacobus, 1864, 1:128; see also Spence
and Exell, n.d., 1:72). Thus, God might well
have said, “Adam, you and Eve get busy and
make yourselves some clothes.” Nowhere in
the text does it indicate that the first humans
were so “ignorant” that God had to take care
of this task for them. Furthermore, the Bible
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makes it clear that Adam possessed enough
intelligence to know how to till and care
for the garden (Genesis 2:15). Addition-
ally, one of the commands given to Adam
and Eve by God was that they were to “sub-
due the earth’ (Genesis 1:28). How could
God give them such a command, knowing
that they were too ignorant to carry it out?

Cain, one of Adam and Eve’s sons, was
intelligent enough to know how to farm
the land, as 1s evident from the fact that
the Bible records that he was a “tiller of
the ground” (Genesis 4:2). Whence came
this information, if not from his parents
(who had to have known it themselves in
order to pass it on)? In the Winter 1992
issue of Archaeology and Biblical Research,
David Livingston, associate editor of that
journal, authored an article titled “Was Ad-
am a Cave Man?” Dr. Livingston framed
an impressive argument, based upon stud-
1es of Genesis 4, which demonstrated that
“arts and industry had already developed
during the very lifetime of the first man
and woman—Adam and Eve were still liv-
ing—as well as Cain” (1992, 5[1]:5). The Bi-
ble also records that both Cain and Abel
were intelligent enough to offer sacrifices
to God. And, in Genesis 4:21, we read of Ju-
bal, who “was the father of all such as han-
dle the harp and organ.” Verse 22 of that
same chapter speaks of Tubal Cain, “an
instructor of every artificer in brass and
iron.” Here we are, just a few short gener
ations from Adam and Eve, and already
we have individuals smelting metals and
making musical instruments. These early
people were not ignoramuses! In fact, truth
be told, they were highly intelligent.

As we consider such incredible struc-
tures of the past, such as the ancient Egyp-
tian pyramids, the sphinx, and others, we
stand in awe of the construction techniques
used to produce them. Frederick Filby ad-
dressed this point when he wrote:

One is constantly amazed at the enor-
mous tasks which our ancestors at-
tempted. The Great Pyramid was not
the work of the later Pharaohs; it was
the work of the 4th Dynasty—long
before Abraham! This pyramid con-
tained over two million blocks of stone
each weighing about 2 tons. Its vast
sides, 756 feet long, are set to the points
of the compass to an accuracy of a
small fraction of one degree! The so-
called Colossi of Memnon again are
not of recent times—they belong to
the 18th Dynasty of Egypt. Cut from
blocks of sandstone, they weigh 400
tons each and were brought 600 miles
to their present position.... As our
thoughts go back to the Colossus of

Rhodes, the Pharos Lighthouse, the
Hanging Gardens, the Ziggurats...we
have no reason to suppose that early

man was afraid to tackle great tasks
(1970, p. 92).

Another important trait that clearly sep-
arates man from animals is his creativity.
God’s omnipotenceis seen in His ability
to create something out of nothing simply
by speaking it into existence (cf. Hebrews
1:3). The amazing and intricate design of
His creation testifies to His creative prow-
ess (see Ackerman, 1990, p. 48). Like God,
man also 1s able to create and invent, al-
though he does so on a distinctly differ-
ent level. Consider the creativeness in Pi-
casso’s paintings, Goethe’s writings, or Mo-
zart’s music. Man can build spaceships that
travel to the Moon, computers that pro-
cess billions of pieces of information in
a fraction of a second, and even artificial
hearts. Animals cannot do such things be-
cause they lack the inherent creative abil-
ity with which God has endowed man. Bea-
vers may build fascinating huts, birds may
construct homey nests, and spiders may
weave intricate webs, and but they are all
guided by instinct—not creativity. James
Hastings rightly observed that such crea-
tures “are artisans only, working by a rule
furnished to them, not architects, design-
ing out of their own mental resources. They
are producers only, not creators...” (1976,
1:53-54).

Exhaustive attempts have been made
to teach animals to express themselves in
art, music, writing, etc., but none has pro-
duced the hoped-for success. Beyond the
simple and clumsy drawing of a circle, no
attempt at creative expression has ever been
observed. There is an enormous, unbridge-
able gap between humans and animals in
the realm of creativity and aesthetics. When
one considers the genius of man’s creative-
ness in areas such as literature, art, science,
medicine, technology, etc., it is clear that
man is separated from all members of the
animal kingdom in numerous significant
and distinctive ways.

Finally, man alone possesses a unique,
inherent religious inclination—viz., he
has both the desire and the ability to wor-
ship. Regardless of how “primitive” or “ad-
vanced” he may be, and despite living iso-
lated from all other humans, man always
has sought to worship a higher being. And
even when man departs from the true God,
he still worships something. It might be
a tree, a rock, or even himself. As one writ-
er observed, evidence reveals that “no race
or tribe of men, however degraded and ap-
parently atheistic, lacks that spark of reli-
gious capacity which may be fanned and
fed into a mighty flame” (Dummelow, 1944,
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p- c1). The steadily accumulating historical
and scientific evidence forced unbelievers
to accept this fact decades ago. In their vol-
ume, Infidels and Heretics: An Agnostics An-
thology, Clarence Darrow and Wallace Rice
quoted skeptic John Tyndall as follows:
Religion lives not by the force and
aid of dogma, but because it is in-
grained in the nature of man. To
draw a metaphor from metallurgy, the
moulds have been broken and recon-
structed over and over again, but the
molten ore abides in the ladle of hu-
manity. An influence so deep and
permanent is not likely soon to dis-
appear... (1929, p. 146, emp. added).

Thus, both believers and nonbelievers
readily admit that religion is ingrained
in man. Yet no chimpanzee or dog ever
stopped to build an altar, sing a hymn of
praise, or give a prayer of thanks. Man’s
unique inclination to worship someone
or something, and the fact that he alone
1s amenable to God (Acts 17:30; Hebrews
4:13), 1s a vital part of the image of God
that he bears, and is clear and compelling
evidence of a high intelligence.

There is no doubt that man’s unique
abilities demonstrate that God created him
—literally from the time he was placed in
the Garden of Eden—with a brain capable
of enormous intelligence. Early humans
were communicators, metallurgists, farm-
ers, shepherds, and worshipers—not brute-
browed, hair-covered club-carrying, cave-
men! One more time, evolutionary theory
finds itself in direct opposition to the facts.
And one more time, the facts win out.
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OUESTION & ANSWER

What does “their worm does not
die” meanin Mark 9?

A At the end of the chapter in Mark 9,
Jesus began a brief discourse with His
disciples, explaining that their spiritual well-
being should be the paramount concern in
their lives. In order to illustrate this point, He
commented that if their hand offended them,
it should be cut off, or if their foot made them
sin, it, too, should be amputated. This figura-
tive language stressed the point that whatever
stood in the way of faithfulness to God should
be discarded. Jesus concluded that it was better
to be rid of stumbling blocks than “to go to
hell, into the fire that shall never be quenched
—where ‘their worm does not die and the fire
isnotquenched’ ” (Mark 9:43-44,46,48).

The word “hell” in this passage is actually
the Greek word Gebenna, meaning “Valley of
the Son(s) of Hinnom,” which was the name
given to the valley south of the walls of Jeru-
salem. This valley was notoriously connected
to the sinful, horrific practice of child sacri-
fice associated with the pagan god Molech.
Josiah, the righteous king of Judah, in his ef-
forts to restore true worship, ransacked the
pagan worship arena and “defiled Topheth,
which 1s the Valley of the Son of Hinnom, that
no man might make his son or his daughter

pass through the fire to Molech’ (2 Kings 23:
10). As a result, the valley became a refuse dump
for discarding filth, dead animals, and other
garbage (see Jeremiah 7:32). By the time of Je-
sus, the Jewish community associated Gebenna
with spiritual death (Lenski, 1946, p. 407).

Interjected into Jesus’ explicit description
of Gebenna, was the statement that in this hor-
rid place, the “worm does not die.” The worms
—described in Isaiah (66:24), and pictured by
Jesus in Mark 9—are maggots, which would be
associated quite naturally with the rotting filth
of a refuse heap. The twist to Jesus’ phrase is
the fact that the worm in hell “does not die.”
Concerning this, Lenski wrote: “The fact that
it does not die means that its work is eternal.
...The bodies of the blessed shall shine with
gloryand eternal bliss, but the bodies of the
damned shall be like rotting, putrid corpses
that have the worm within...” (p. 408).

This passage surely must represent one of
the most graphic mental pictures ever paint-
ed by our Lord—which should cause each of
us to reflect seriously on the possible stum-
bling blocks in our own lives, and what we
can do on a daily basis in order to avoid them.
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IN THE NEWS

Every so often in this space, I like to point
out to our readers that sometimes it is Apol-
ogetics Press that is “in the news.” This is one
such instance.

As I stated in my “Note from the Editor”
1n this issue of Reason ¢ Revelation, over the
past several months, Dr. Brad Harrub and I
have been working diligently on several rather
“intense” subjects having to do with the topic
of origins. For example, in the August 2002
1ssue of R&R, we published a treatise on the
problem of the alleged evolutionary origin of
language and communication (with the assist-
ance of our resident communications special-
ist, Dr. Dave Miller). In October and Novem-
ber 2002, we wrote about the problem of the
origin of gender and sexual reproduction. In
the May-July 2003 issues, we produced an in-
depth, three-part series reviewing and refuting
the popular Big Bang concept of the origin
of the Universe (with the assistance of our phys-
icist-intern, Branyon May). In this month's is-
sue, we begin a four-part series examining the
problem of the evolution of the brain, mind,
and human consciousness—an enigma that
even evolutionists themselves have referred to
as the “hard problem” in matters of origins.

As we researched these topics (no small task,
Lassureyou!), the thought occurred to us that

perhaps the creationist community at large
might benefit from our research. We therefore
decided to submit articles to various refereed
science journals published by professional cre-
ationist organizations (e.g., the Creation Re-
search Society), in the hope that our scientific
colleagues would see the value of our efforts
and decide to publish our writings on these
several topics.

So far, we have submitted no less than nine
such articles for peer review. Most already have
been accepted for publication, while others
are still in the peer-review process. The first,
“The Origin of Language and Communica-
tion,” has just been released in the latest edi-
tion of 77, the technical journal produced by
the same scientists who publish the popular-
level journal, Creation. The article, which we
co-authored with Dr. Miller, is in volume 17,
number 3, pages 93-101, of 7J. If you would
like a copy of the article, we will be happy to
provide a complimentary reprint if you will
provide us with your name and regular mail-
ing address (the copyrighted article is not avail-
able to us in an electronic format). Stay tuned.
We're just getting started—and I assure you,
there is much more to come!

Bert Thompson
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