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Most Americans atil Reject Evolution

Ever since Charles Darwin penned his Origin
of the Species, the theory of evolution has bullied
itself into the public sector with increasing vehe-
mence. From the infamous 1925 Scopes Trial in
Dayton, Tennessee that captured worldwide at-
tention, to the more recent ravings of intolerant
perpetratorslike Richard Dawkins, the American
population has been the berated brunt of inces-
sant ridicule and coercion by the scientific com-
munity. Young people in the public school system
havebeen prodded with intimidatingindoctrina-
tion atalllevels, from the lower grades to the uni-
versity. Evolution has so dominated the field for
over a century that virtually every area of public
life has been targeted by the purveyors of evolu-
tionary propaganda, includingthe entertainment
industry, where science fiction movies from Szar
Trek to Star Wars routinely advance evolutionary
assumptions. The propaganda ministry of a to-
talitarian regime could not have enacted a more
pervasive means of achieving their objective than
what evolutionists have actually accomplished in
America—especially in the last 50 years.

You might think that with the deck stacked so
overwhelmingly against the biblical view of or-
igins, the vast majority of Americans would be-
lieve in evolution. Yet, seemingly againstall odds,
amajority of the American people has managed
to maintain a respectable resistance to the ongo-
ingevolutionaryindoctrination. Apparently, the
Founders of American civilization so thoroughly
rooted the Republic in the Christian worldview
that the hurricane-force gales of unbeliefand skep-
ticism that have beat steadily upon society have
been far less influential than anyone could have
imagined. Though evolution hasbeen cloaked un-
der the guise of “scholarship,” “intelligence,” and

“science,” most Americans still manifest the good
sense to reject it. So show a wide variety of polls
(see “Science and Nature...,” 2007 for the poll re-
sults that follow).

For instance, a FOX News/Opinion Dynam-
ics Poll on August 25-26, 1999 asked registered
voters nationwide, “Which do you think is more
likely to actually be the explanation for the ori-
gin of human life on Earth: the theory of evolu-
tion as outlined by Darwin and other scientists,
the biblical account of creation as told in the Bi-
ble, or are both true?” Only 15% chose the theo-
ry of evolution, while 50% pointed to the bibli-
cal account (26% cited both).

In an NBC News Poll of adults nationwide
March 8-10, 2005, respondents were asked,

“Which do you think is more likely to actually
be the explanation for the origin of human life
on Earth: evolution or the biblical account of cre-
ation?” Only 33% cited evolution, while 57% cited
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the biblical account, with 44% of the 57% believ-

ingin the Genesis account of a six-day Creation.

InaHarris Poll of adults nationwide, conduct-
edJune 17-21,2005, 64% indicated that humans
were created directly by God (with another 10%
affirming the necessity of a powerful force or in-
telligent being). Only 22% said humans evolved
from earlier species.

Inanationwide CNN/USA Today/Gallup Poll
conducted September 8-11,2005, 53% said that
God created human beings in their present form
exactly the way the Bible describes it, with anoth-
er 31% opting for God guiding the process of evo-
lution (a total of 84% attributing human origins
to God). Only 12% said they believed in evolu-
tion with no God.

Inanationwide CBS News Poll April 6-9,2006,
53% said that God created human beings in their
present form, 23% said God guided the process us-
ingevolution (foratotal of 76% believingin God),
while only 17% said godless evolution was respon-
sible for the origin of man. These results compare
with the same questions asked two years carlier
by CBS (November 18-21,2004), in which 55%
attributed the creation of human beings to God,
27% said God guided the process of evolution, and
only 13% eliminated God from the process.

Seven nationwide Gallup Polls were conducted
amongadultsbeginningin 1982, then repeatedin
1993, 1997, 1999, 2001, 2004, with the most re-
centbeingMay 8-11,2006, in which the numbers
remained fairly constant. The 2006 poll showed
46% of Americans still believing that “God cre-
ated human beings pretty much in their present
form at one time within the last 10,000 years or
s0.” Another 36% said God guided the process
(for a total of 82% attributing creation to God),
while only 13% said God had no part.

In a Newsweek Poll of adults nationwide, con-
ducted by Princeton Survey Research Associates
International on March 28-29, 2007, 48% said

“God created humans pretty much in the present
form atone time within thelast 10,000 yearsor so.”
Another 30% said God guided the process (fora
tota] of 78% attributing human origins to God).
Only 13% believed in straight evolution.

These results are absolutely astounding—es-
peciallysince, as previously stated, American cul-
ture has sustained an incessant bombardment of
evolutionary propaganda for many decades. Two
observations are worthy of note. First, juxtapos-
ing the two “purist” positions, i.c., humans were
created miraculouslyand instantaneously by God
(no evolution) versus humans evolved over mil-
lions of years by means of non-theistic naturalis-
tic forces, it is evident that a majority of Amer-
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icans (roughly three to one) still believe the Bi-
ble account:

God Evolution

August, 1999 50% 15%
Nov., 2004 55% 13%
March, 2005 57/44% 33%
June, 2005 64% 22%
Sept., 2005 53% 12%
April, 2006 53% 17%
May, 2006 46% 13%
March, 2007 48% 13%

This circumstance angers rabid evolutionists
such as Richard Dawkins who, referring to cre-
ationists as “backwoodsmen,” expressed great
concern: “There are still those who seek to deny
the truth of evolution, and there are disturbing
signs that theirinfluence is even growing, atleast
inlocalareas of the United States” (1996, p.x). He
even criticized creationists for “their disturbing-
ly successful fight to subvert American education
and textbook publishing” (p. 241). Reality check:
Itis not the creationists who subverted American
education and school textbooks. American edu-
cation from the beginning was thoroughly satu-
rated with the biblical account of Creation (e.g.,
New England Primer, 1805, pp. 31-32). It is only
within the last century that American public ed-
ucation has been subverted—with the unproven
atheistic theory of human origins.

Second, the greatest fallout of the strong-arm
tactics of the evolutionists appears to have been—
not theabandonmentofbeliefin the Bible’s depic-
tion of God as the Creator of humans—but the
inclusion of evolutionist principles as the means
by which God accomplished creation, i.e., the-
istic evolution. This compromise carries serious
negative implications. Theistic evolution is equal-
ly as fallacious and spiritually damaging as athe-
istic evolution (see Lyons and Thompson, 2001;
Thompson, 2000). The Founders of American
civilization certainly would be saddened at the
flippant attitude toward the biblical account in-
herent in theistic evolution.

Nevertheless, the majority of Americans are
to be commended for maintaininga continuing
realization that God existsand He is the Creator.
In the words of many of the Founders of Ameri-
can civilization, Heis “Parent” of the human race
(e.g., Washington, 1789; Madison, 1814; Hun-
tington, 1782; Ward, 1776; Journals of..., 1779).
He is “the Divine Author of our existence” (Jef-
ferson, 1775). He is the “Creator” of us all (Ad-
ams, 1775; “Official Letter...,” 1777; Adams, 1780;
Scudder, 1778; et al.). Indeed, humans did not
come into being by means of the mindless, mech-
anistic forces of materialism posited by evolution.

“Know that the Lord, He is God; It is He who has
made us” (Psalm 100:3).
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