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“Do not let this Book of the Law depart from your mouth; meditate on it day and night, 

so that you may be careful to do everything written in it” (“Holy Bible,” 1984, Joshua 1:8a).  

“These are the commands, decrees and laws the Lord your God directed me to teach you to 

observe… so that you, your children and their children after them may fear the Lord as long as 

you live… Impress them on your children.  Talk about them when you sit at home and when you 

walk along the road and when you get up.  Tie them as symbols on your hands and bind them on 

your foreheads.  Write them on your door frames of your houses and on your gates” (“Holy 

Bible,” 1984, Deuteronomy  6:1-2, 7-9). These commands, given by God, instruct parents to 

educate their children in the truths of the Word.   

In the nineteenth century United States, the concept of public education was birthed and 

implemented.  The local and state governments provided schools for each community through 

general taxation of that community.  In contrast to previous generations who were only educated 

if the family was able to hire a tutor, the taxes would be used to fund education for all.  By 

providing ‘free’ schooling, academic knowledge and ability grew dramatically as all young 

people now had the opportunity to learn.  

Since its founding, public education has changed dramatically.  Although local districts 

still have influence in the education process, federal and state regulations now guide the 

education of each student.  More significantly, cultural and societal changes have modified 

philosophical understanding of education and rewritten general and specific curriculums across 

the spectrum.  Many of these changes have been beneficial; for example, teachers and curriculum 

designers now better understand the process of learning.  However, many other changes have 

been detrimental to the Christian heritage of our nation and our schools. 
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One such example is the ‘theory of origins,’ most recently seen in the discussion between 

evolution and creationism or intelligent design.  In the text from Joshua 1:8 quoted above, the 

Book of the Law refers to the Pentateuch, the Torah or the first five books of the Old Testament.  

In the first two chapters of the book of Genesis,  God described how He created the world in six 

days.  Using a literal interpretation of the passage, there is no other conclusion than that God 

created the world within the span of a week.  Furthermore, using only Biblical texts, an 

approximate age of the earth can be calculated using the genealogical records found in Genesis 

11, Luke 3 and other passages throughout the Bible.  Without outside sources, a student of 

scripture would come to the conclusion that God created everything that exists in six days 

approximately six thousand years ago.  While scripture is not, nor does it claim to be, a science 

text book, it is true in what it says and must be foundational in a Christian’s education.    

According to Lugg and Robinson, Creationism was taught in the public system 

throughout the end of the nineteenth century and into the early twentieth century.  Furthermore, 

in some states teachers were banned from acknowledging or teaching evolution (Lugg and 

Robinson, 2009, p. 250).  In 1925, a Tennessee biology teacher, John T. Scopes was charged and 

tried for teaching evolution in a state that had such a ban.  Scopes was found guilty but was 

eventually acquitted on a technicality by the state supreme court (“Scopes trial,” 2010).  While 

this trial was a victory for creationists in terms of outcome, public support for creation education 

alone began to wane. For many years after the Scopes trial, laws remained on the books requiring 

the exclusion of evolution from the curriculum and classroom, however, schools began teaching 

evolution and the laws were not generally enforced. In 1968 in the court case Epperson v. 

Arkansas, “the Supreme Court invalidated a state law that barred the teaching of Darwin’s theory 

of evolution because although the statute obviously did not coerce anyone to support religion or 
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participate in any religious practice, it was enacted for a singularly religious purpose” (Lugg and 

Robinson, 2009, p. 250).  In the years that followed, further attempts were made to maintain 

Creationism in public schools.  Several state legislatures passed laws requiring schools that teach 

evolution to give equal time to ‘creation science.’  Then in 1987, the Supreme Court found in 

Edwards v. Aguillard that teaching ‘Creation Science’ in a public school was a violation of the 

Establishment Clause of the First Amendment (Lugg and Robinson, 2009, p. 251).  As a result, 

public schools were no longer required to teach creation science in conjunction with evolution.  

Evolution was presented as fact and the only viable theory while creation science was not even 

considered in the classroom.   

In the years following, the Intelligent Design theory was developed and became a 

dominant force in the evolution verses creation debate.  “Intelligent Design is the belief that the 

origin and complexities of life can be attributed only to the action of a supernatural intelligence; 

… [it] cannot be ascribed to natural causes or material mechanisms, such as those described by 

evolutionary science” (Costley and Killins, 2010, p. 2).  While Intelligent Design does accept the 

notion of a Divine Designer, it does not necessarily follow a literal interpretation of Genesis.  

There are many variations of origin theory that are considered Intelligent Design (Roth, 2010).   

However, with the complete removal of creationism from the educational environment, many 

conservative Christians have supported adding Intelligent Design into public school curriculum.  

  In 2004, the Dover Area School District of Pennsylvania tried to introduce students to 

Intelligent Design.  The Board of Directors passed a resolution in November 2004 requiring 

teachers to read a statement to ninth graders in Dover High School.  This statement reads in part:  

Because Darwin’s theory is a theory, it continues to be tested as new evidence is 

discovered.  The Theory is not a fact.  Gaps in the Theory exist for which there is no 
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evidence.  A theory is defined as a well-tested explanation that unifies a broad range of 

observations.   

 Intelligent Design is an explanation of the origin of life that differs from Darwin’s 

view.  The reference book, Of Pandas and People, is available for students who might be 

interested in gaining an understanding of what Intelligent Design actually involves. 

 With respect to any theory, students are encouraged to keep an open mind 

(Grover, 2006, p. 151). 

The district was sued, and the court in Tammy Kitzmiller et al. v. Dover Area School District 

found that the statement lead students to believe that evolution may not be true and that 

Intelligent Design should be considered as an alternative theory.  Furthermore, it found that 

making students aware of Intelligent Design amounted to promoting religion which violates the 

Establishment Clause.  Interestingly, the court also found that the theory of evolution does not 

negate the possibility of a God, therefore, schools that teach evolution alone are not excluding 

religion, and therefore not violating the First Amendment (Grover, 2006, p. 154). 

 Most recently, in the final months of 2010, the state school board of Louisiana began 

preparing to purchase new life science textbooks.  According to critics, the textbooks did not 

“provide information questioning the theory of evolution” (Robelen, 2010).  Once again, 

evolution was presented as the only viable theory of origin.  In spite of opposition from some 

creationists and others defending Intelligent Design, the school board approved the use of these 

textbooks.    

 Nearly a century ago, the primary and often exclusive origin theory taught in the public 

school system was creationism.  Throughout the years, non-believers have sought to remove the 

Word of God from the public classroom.  At first, the contrary view to scripture evolution was 
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presented, then that contrary view was required.  Finally, the view that contradicts the Word of 

God became the standard and the Word was no longer accepted.   

 Educators have a responsibility to be honest and ethical to their students even when the 

school board, local government or state governments are wrong.  Perhaps the most troubling 

aspect of these court decisions removing disclaimers about evolution is that they are not 

intellectually honest.   In an attempt to eliminate religion, they have rejected consideration of a 

theory that does have scientific plausibility.   Moreover, it is factually inaccurate to describe any 

origin theory as scientific fact.  By definition, science cannot definitively answer any question of 

origin because science cannot observe, measure, or repeat the origin of the universe.  Educators 

in the public school system have the responsibility to teach evolution as dictated by governments 

and curriculums.  They also have a responsibility to be honest and ethical,  educating students 

that evolution cannot be proven, and furthermore, other theories can possibly explain origins.   

  It should be no surprise to observant Christians that the secular world would attempt to 

remove creation from the public classroom.  Jesus in John 15:19b says, “As it is, you do not 

belong to the world, but I have chosen you out of the world.  That is why the world hates you” 

(“Holy Bible,” 1984).  Regardless of the cultural and social norms, Christians are called to be 

salt and light in a world of darkness.   
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