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Two lessons ago we looked at the Doctrine of God and how creation impacts that doctrine, and more specifically, how it impacts the nature of God. This lesson will focus on the doctrine of man and how creation impacts it. 
Several aspects of the Doctrine of Man will be touched on. A few lessons ago, Kurt touched on the Doctrine of God; now he will only be able to brush a few of the aspects of the Doctrine of Man as it’s impacted by the creation. He hopes to show a few things that are important to all of us, our children and our society.
1. “Nephesh chayah” This is a transliteration of Hebrew words used in Genesis 1 and 2, specifically in Genesis 1:20, 21, 24, 28, 30 and Genesis 2:7. 

a. Genesis 1:20 And God said, “Let the waters bring forth abundantly the moving creature (nephesh chayah) that hath life, and fowl that may fly above the earth in the open firmament of heaven.
b. Genesis 1:21 And God created great whales, and every living creature that moveth, which the waters brought forth abundantly, after their kind, and every winged fowl after his kind: and God saw that it was good. 

c. Genesis 1:24a And God said, “Let the earth bring forth the living creature after his kind,
d. Genesis 1:28 And God blessed them, and God said unto them, “Be fruitful and multiply, … and have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over every living thing that moveth upon the earth.”
e. Genesis 1:30b “…and to every thing that creepeth upon the earth, …I have given every green herb for meat…”
Each one of these passages refers to animals—animals of the sea, animals of the land—being called “nephesh chayah”. When Kurt first heard a statement in Genesis 2:7, a verse that specifically has to do with man, it was one of the most exciting things he had ever heard on this creation issue. 

Genesis 2:7 And the Lord God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man became a nephesh chayah—living soul. 

Why is that so exciting? Because it doesn’t say that nephesh chayah became man, but that man became a nephesh chayah. Animals did not evolve into man; the Bible says the opposite. Man took on an animalian form. Hmm. 
This is a very strong argument against theistic evolution—the origin of man by evolution. This is a very definite claim that goes exactly the opposite of any claim of theistic evolution. Man did not evolve from animals in any circumstance whatsoever. Man was a being that took on an animalian form. But realize that we’re going to lose that animalian form when we are given a new body to become a new creation in the world to come. Kurt doesn’t know what form that will be—some form of body… But for this time we have a form similar to animals. That’s the claim of Genesis 2:7. That seems to argue strongly that man did not evolve from animals.

Humans in the Fossil Record
So what about fossil humans? What are you going to do with those? These are the “missing links”, the “ape-humans” or whatever they’re called in various contexts. 
1. They are all post-flood. By what Kurt currently understands about the sediments in which these fossils are found, every single one of them that has been found has been in post-flood sediments, ie: after the flood. He doesn’t know of any definite evidence of any human artifacts or any human skeletons or anything associated with humans in any flood or pre-flood sediments. Not yet anyway. Perhaps there are some but they haven’t been validated, but in Kurt’s opinion there is no definite evidence of humans in pre-flood sediments. A number of creationists have made such claims but as a paleontologist Kurt doesn’t think that any of them are any good. The evidence in every case is insufficient to argue that these are humans from flood or pre-flood times. 
Why is it significant that all the humans are post-flood? If it’s true what the Bible says about the distribution of animals and man after the Tower of Babel, you notice that man and animals did not distribute the same way. God released man and the animals from the ark. They were supposed to go across the earth and fill it. But not for the first time (and certainly not for the last) humans didn’t obey that commandment. Instead they snaked down to the land of Shinar and stayed together. They didn’t want to disperse over the surface of this alien world that they found themselves in the midst of. They gathered together and built a tower and probably delayed their spread for several centuries before God finally dispersed them against their will. In the meantime, while man is goofing around, doing what he’s not supposed to do, all the other organisms are spreading across the surface of the earth. Thus, you might expect that the last organisms to arrive in the post-flood sediment would be humans. You might expect that all the other animals are going to show up first in fossil form before humans ever come on the scene. They will be the very last things. For someone who believes that humans evolved from animals, you might find evidence there to support that view. “Look, the apes are there first. See? Apes are older than man.” It might be true that the apes got there first but it does not indicate that man evolved from those apes. 
2. Australopithecines. This is the name of a group of organisms in the fossil record. “Australo” is “south”, “pithecus” is “ape”, therefore it’s a southern ape. Australopithecines include such species as Australopithecus aferensis, Australopithecus africansis, Australopithecus robustus, etc. One of them is known as “Lucy”. 
Kurt would argue that Australopithecines are apes. They are not ape-humans, half ape and half human, but are entirely apes. There are several reasons Kurt holds that position:
a. Their brains are within the ape range. If you look at all the apes, there is a brain size range that represents them. That brain size range does not overlap with humans. It’s much smaller than the lowest brain capacity of humans. Australopithecines are in the ape range, not the human at all.

b. Their locomotion is unique. That means they get around in a funny way. The bones of human hands between the knuckles and the wrist (metacarpals in the hands and metatarsals in the feet), are very straight bones. The equivalent bones in the Australopithecines are curved. In fact, all such bones in organisms that swing around in trees are curved. So we presume that curvature is a special design feature that allows them to swing better in trees. It’s true of all arboreal organisms (those that live in trees.) They don’t have human hands and feet, but are apparently swingers. 
In addition, and this is what all the hullabaloo has been about in Lucy, they seem to have upright posture, unlike apes who have a backbone about 45 degrees toward the horizontal and who walk on their knuckles with very long arms. Unlike the apes of today, these particular apes have a more upright posture yet still have extremely long arms compared to humans. They are capable of walking upright so they are apparently designed to live in two places: in trees, and running around on the ground. Thus, they’re unique—unlike any other ape and unlike any other human. 
Does that make them an intermediate species between apes and humans? No. That is not so. They do not have an intermediate position but a unique one instead. It would be like three points on a triangle. No point is intermediate to any other point. If you turn the triangle around, and look at it in a certain plane, you can see that the far corner is sitting in between the other two corners. So if you look at it a certain way, you can convince yourself that it’s intermediate in the sense that it has both the ability to swing in trees and walk on land. But when you look more carefully, you see that everything about them is quite unique. 
If, for example, we evolved from Australopithecines, it would mean that short-armed creatures evolved into long-armed creatures then back again. There are several other features like that where you would have to evolve from one state into another then back again. We’re actually more similar in a lot of ways to the ancestors of the apes than we are to the apes themselves—and Australopithecines in particular. 
Even though Australopithecines are older than humans (there’s a reason for that: they obeyed God so got in the fossil record first), we did not evolve from them. They are apes that existed on the planet at the same time humans did.
3. Homo habilis and similar species. “Homo” is the genus for man. Homo sapiens is what we’re called meaning “wise man”. Homo habilis is a “capable man”. He can manipulate things. In evolutionary theory, Homo habilis is between Australopithecus and modern man. They are used as evidence for a missing link. But there’s a major problem with Homo habilis. Its CV is too high. This is “coefficient of variation.” It refers to the range of variation that you find in an organism’s measurements. 
For example, if you measured all the upper arm bones in the people in this class and measured them it would be very difficult to find two people with the same length of arm bone. But if you plotted the various sizes on a graph, you’d find a bell-shaped curve with a bunch of people who have a size in the mean (average) area with fewer and fewer people with much smaller or much larger bone lengths. This occurs in a typical bell curve or Gaussian distribution. CV is a measure of the width of that curve [Looks like the width from -1 to +1 standard deviation according to the lines Kurt drew.] 
The CV of your humeri (upper arm bones) is just about the same as the CV of your toes, or even the width of the eye of the vinegar fly. It’d be about the same as the distance between the eyes of a fish. Just about anything you measure on any organism has a CV around about 5, no matter what organism it is. That’s cool because if you go into the fossil record, study a bunch of fossils, and figure out a CV on a particular feature, only to discover it has a CV of 10, then you are strongly suspicious that you don’t have a single species there but you’ve probably mixed two different species together. This is a good check for paleontologists to make sure they haven’t misidentified or put too many organisms into one species. We’re assuming that modern CVs are characteristic of the past CVs. In most fossil species, that’s true, like it is in the Australopithecine fossil species. 
But Homo habilis has a CV that’s twice that of the average CV of organisms we see today. Most paleontologists look at a CV that high and believe that it’s not a valid species. You’ve mixed at least two species together. Perhaps you’ve mixed Australopithecines and human material together thus have got too high of a CV. 
So this species often listed as transitional to humans is not valid to paleontologists.
4. Homo erectus. Peking man and Java man, are examples of Homo erectus. Kurt believes that they are human. They have a good CV, good fossil material. The brain capacity is within the human range and well above ape range. Their post-cranial bones (everything below the cranium) are human. These bones are indistinguishable from human. If you find an arm, finger, toe, patella of one of these dudes it’s very difficult to tell Homo erectus from Homo sapiens. The only difference is in the skull. 
Why should there be such differences in the skull of organisms that Kurt believes lived very soon after the flood? Kurt believes that there are several factors why we might expect a different morphology or skull shape at that time.

a. Diet. They are in an unusual situation where they’re not eating the same things we are. You have organisms, including plants, scattering away from the ark so they aren’t the things that people would choose to eat but whatever they could get their teeth on.
b. Climate. In our current understanding of the climate of the post-flood world, it wasn’t a very nice place to live. It had extremely high rainfall in places that now have no rain at all. In the case of geology, there was earthquake activity. 
The flood, which was a catastrophic event, didn’t just stop when Noah got off the ark. The earth reverberated for centuries. Indeed, Kurt thinks it’s still reverberating from the flood—still recovering. It was a very unusual place to be. 

c. Longevity. This is perhaps the characteristic that makes Homo erectus most different. If you look at the life spans of the people mentioned just after the flood they are living quite a bit longer than we are today. That undoubtedly results in different morphologies—different shapes of bones—especially in the skull region, if that difference in age is also reflective of a different rate of development, which it appears to be. For example, instead of children taking 12-13 years to develop to puberty, it takes 20=25 years. A slowed maturation rate will cause a very different morphology, especially in the skull region. Kurt suspects then that these factors contribute to the differences that we find in the skull shapes between Homo erectus and modern humans. Nevertheless, these are definitely human beings. 

d. Cave-dwellers. Most people are disturbed by the fact that Homo erectus is found in and associated with caves. These are “cavemen”, primitive hunched over people who are very different than we are. Picture it yourself: What if, at this very moment, God decides to re-punish the earth by sending a flood? Let’s say He takes eight of the best and brightest, plunks you into an ark and floats you through this flood. A year later you get off and there’s nothing. Everything you knew is gone. Nothing is familiar to you. There are no houses or any familiar coastlines, rivers… Everything’s different. In fact the surface you’re familiar with has been buried a mile and a half below the new surface. There’s nothing familiar. Even if you knew where oil or gold could be found, now it’s in completely different places and you can’t access it. 
So you think you’re going to be checking in with your stocks. Will you go into your skyscraper and go right to it? No. You’re probably going to be in survival mode, struggling to survive by hunting and gathering. In a world where earthquakes are occurring much more frequently than at present, with animals roaming around looking for whatever food they can find, you’re going to find funny places to live. You’re going to find any place you can to squirrel away into. Caves, then, might be very attractive places especially in winter or in days when it’s extremely hot. 
Cave dwelling is to be expected in the days immediately after the flood even if you have highly intelligent and cultured people, which Kurt believes these people were. Noah built an ark that was 450 feet long out of wood! As far as we know, no human being or culture has ever repeated that. We exceeded that length with a metal ship—in 1850, four thousand years later! Yes, God gave him instructions but he had to have some ingenuity here. These people are very capable and cultured but they have been thrown into a world where culture doesn’t mean a thing. So cave dwelling would be expected under these circumstances. 
Homo erectus’s Pre-flood Culture

Evidence that we had culture in these people is very strong. How long was it after Adam was created before he was given responsibility to oversee all of the creation? The same day. The same day that he is *poofed* into existence, God says, “Okay, you’re over all the fish, all the birds, all the animals, and all the earth. Go for it!” Wow—the very first day! He is just created. 
How long did it take before God communicated with Adam, before he understood words that God gave him and talked back to God? It was the same day. He’s communicating. He’s got a language so presumably, he’s communicating intelligently with God. 
How long did it take him to name all the animals? The same day. All the same day. 
When you get further along in the lessons you’ll see that Cain, Adam’s son, would build a city. Within a few generations we see people who are artificers of gold and brass. We have people who are making musical instruments. Within a very short time of the creation we have a complete culture. These people are intelligent. They are a special creation of God, probably the most intelligent human beings who ever lived, aside from Christ Himself. 
It’s man’s sin that led him to lose culture and intelligence. Man starts out intelligent but through time his intelligence is dropping. Kurt believes we’re replacing it with technology. What we can’t figure out ourselves, we figure out how to make something else figure it out so that we don’t have to. We make up for a loss in individual intelligence with corporate technology. It’s sin that has brought us down from high culture into debauchery—the lack of culture that characterizes people on the earth today. In fact, that’s what Romans 1:19-32 says: Man knows of the Creator but he rejected it so God gave him over to his lusts. Romans 1 is a horrible chapter to read and to come to grips with. Man is given all of his evil. God lets him dig himself deeper and deeper into evil and away from culture. 

Racism vs. Speciesism
In Genesis 3:20 Eve is called “the mother of all living.” This is an extremely important claim. It’s also reflected in Acts 17:26.
Acts 17:26a [God] hath made of one blood all nations of men… 
Scripturally, there’s absolutely no justification for racism. Racism is unjustified in Scripture because every human being is a descendant of Eve. All are created by God and He has made them all one blood. There would be those who argue that if evolution is true, then there must be people that are less highly evolved than other people. Based upon that, you might be able to justify racism as people have done in the past. But Biblically, you cannot justify racism under any circumstances. Yes, the people of Israel were to stay away from people who worshipped idols. It had nothing to do with ancestry but with their adultery spiritually. You are to stay away from those who perpetually sin but you are not to stay away from those who have a different skin color, or lack an arm… There is no justification for any sort of racism. All humans are descended from Adam and Eve, and more recently, Noah. 
On the other hand, although there is no justification for racism, Kurt is a speciesist. There is a significant proportion of our culture these days who identify speciesism as a great evil. Anyone who is a speciesist is an evil person. There should under no circumstances be people who prefer one species over another. If evolution is true, what makes any one species better than any other? Nothing. If evolution is true, all species are equal. Just like all humans are equal because they’re descended from a common ancestor in the past, so also you could say the same for all organisms if they’re descended from the same common ancestor. They’re all one family so maybe you shouldn’t be mowing your grass or swatting that mosquito. You shouldn’t be a speciesist, some would argue. But Scripture seems to require all of us to be speciesists. 
The Uniqueness of Humankind: The Image of God
Something is true about man: he is unique in all of creation. Part of it has to do with man being made “in the image of God.” We have inscribed upon us somehow this thing called “the image of God.” What is it? 
1. Here is one important claim: it has nothing to do with the physical. Why is it, if in fact we are not descended from apes, that we are similar to the apes—and dolphins and raccoons, worms, etc? Bit by bit, as you examine the creation and realize the characteristics you have that you think are distinct (like an ability to create art, caring about aesthetics), you learn that there are other organisms that like aesthetics too. 
Certain birds like blue so bring blue things into their nests. Other organisms’ females are attracted to the particular beauty of the male. It’s usually the male that’s more attractive than the female. There are birds that will create nests but if the female thinks that it’s ugly she will go on to the next one. Some say that humans are distinct because of intelligence but you may have had a pet that was impressive in its intelligence. Apes demonstrate intelligence as do dolphins and porpoises. Some say that communicating ability distinguishes humans but honey bees can communicate the location of honey very accurately with a dance. We’ve taught sign language to some of the apes. 
These characteristics in small or large part are shared between humans and animals. That should tell us something. We have the image of God upon us but they do not, so do any of these characteristics have something to do with the image of God? Absolutely not. He created organisms similar to us to demonstrate that. The “image of God” stamp is non-physical. It is very important to realize that. Humans are humans not because of anything physical. Remember Genesis 2:7. Man became a nephesh chayah. He became a physical organism. Humanity is defined by something other than physical characteristics. 
Why is it important to believe that? Because if it’s true that the beating of a heart, for example, is required for humanity then a fertilized cell is not a human being. If it’s true that intelligence is required for a human to be a human then a fertilized cell is not a human being. A person on life support in a vegetative state is not a human being. A mentally retarded person is then not a human being. If art is necessary for a human to be a human, then some of us are in big trouble. 
If you define humanity by anything physical, then you can lose humanity. You can kill people when they get too old. You can eliminate people who are not old enough. You can justify abortion and euthanasia. But that’s not a true definition of humanity. 
2. Humanity is an essence, non-physical. A person has this essence from the moment of the fertilization of an egg all the way to death. It’s an essence that you can’t lose when you lose an arm. A cripple is no less a human than a person with all their appendages. It’s also because of the image of God that murder is completely unacceptable. To murder a human being is to destroy a picture of God, to challenge the image of God. Physician-assisted suicide is murder. It is wrong and as a result of that, capital punishment was instituted in Scripture (Genesis 9:2). Capital punishment is required for all those who murder because murder destroys an image of God. That’s how important the image of God is to God, so why don’t we see it as being so important? We’re not even supposed to swear at another human being because they are created in the image of God. 

3. God’s relationship with man. This is completely awesome. God has a special relationship that he set up with man and only man. 

a. He created him in the image of God.

b. He gave man dominion. He gave no other organisms dominion—not even the angels. The angels in Hebrews 1:14 were created to be ministering spirits to the elect. Their function is to serve humans. Humans were given dominion over the creation.
c. Man is loved. So much that Jesus Christ came and died because man fell. The angels, we’re told, marvel at that because God didn’t offer that to angels. They marvel that He offered this mystery of salvation to humans. He wants to adopt humans as His own children. He sent His Son to die for all the pain and agony of all human beings so the perfection of Christ could be borne by those He wanted to adopt because that’s the only way he could adopt them. Wow. 
d. God walks and talks with man. We see this in the Garden. He seeks relationship with man. “What is man that thou art mindful of him?” [Ps 8, Heb 2:6] Is it man’s nature? No. It’s the fact that God values man and gave him the image of God that makes him valuable. To argue anything else about humanity is a lie. 

A church bulletin insert from the foremost Christian psychologist contained a question: “What do I do with a child who has a low self-opinion?” The answer was, “If it’s a boy, teach him how to do sports so there’s something that he can feel good about. If it’s a girl, well, find something.” That’s oversimplifying. This is a lie from Satan himself because a person’s value does not come from what they do or what they are. It is not in what they can say or what they can think. A person’s value is in the fact that they bear the image of God and God values them. That makes them valuable. 
What happens if you teach your child how to play checkers real well but then God blinds him or takes his hands so that he can’t play checkers? What does he do—commit suicide? No. The value you have and your children have is given by God and not from any physical characteristics at all. It is our relationship with God that gives us value, nothing of ourselves. 
These are just a few tidbits of how the Doctrine of Man is affected, and effected, by the creation. To properly relate to God and fellow man we must abandon man’s view of man and adopt God’s view of man. And we start by accepting the claims of Scripture about the origin of man. 
