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Chapter IV 
Seventh Day Adventist Creationist Associations Before The Centennial 

For most of the first half of the twentieth century, at least in America, creationists made no particular efforts to organize 
into a coherent movement. The modernist- fundamentalist controversy occupied the center of attention in the Christian world, and 
the evolution-creation question was only one somewhat peripheral aspect of this greater issue in the minds of most Christians of 
the time. Most of the leading creationist writers and speakers were primarily preachers or evangelists, and few seemed to 
understand the truly foundational nature of creationism in respect to Biblical Christianity on the one hand, or of evolutionism in 
respect to humanism and all forms of anti-Christianity on the other hand. Such organizations as were formed (and there were 
multitudes of them-missions, schools, societies, publications, etc., as well as churches and denominations) were built around 
certain key doctrines, such as the inspiration of the Bible, the deity of Christ, and the substitutionary atonement. But seldom was 
any creationist tenet explicitly stated in their doctrinal creeds. This tacit neglect of creationism became even more pervasive after 
the embarrassment of the Scopes trial. More and more of even the fundamentalist leaders were either ignoring or compromising 
with evolution. 

So far as I have been able to find, the first attempt to develop an explicitly creationist organization was made by Dr. 
Harry Rimmer, who established what he called the Research Science Bureau in 1921. Through his meetings, he solicited and 
obtained a fair number of memberships for this organization, but the Bureau consisted essentially of just Rimmer himself and a 
small laboratory which he had set up in his home. The organization apparently held no meetings and had no other officers, but it 
did publish and distribute a succession of booklets on various Bible/science topics, all written by Dr. Rimmer. 

The Religion and Science Association 
The first real creationist organization in this country was evidently the Religion and Science Association, organized in 

the summer of 1935 primarily through the efforts of Dudley Joseph Whitney, encouraged and assisted by George McCready Price 
and Byron Nelson. The stated purpose of the organization, according to its published constitution, was as follows: 

The purpose of this association shall be to investigate various problems of science in their relation to religious belief, 
particularly their relations to the Holy Scriptures, and to make public the findings of such investigations. A statement of the 
philosophy of the Religion and Science Association was also incorporated into its constitution, as follows: 

The officers and members assert their disagreement with the principle of evolution which governs so much of the 
thinking of modern scientists, this principle being that nature must be interpreted solely in terms of commonplace or "natural" 
processes, through the alleged action of matter upon matter in accordance with the so called "properties" of matter. In opposition 
to this naturalistic philosophy, the officers and members affirm their conviction that the various phenomena of nature are only the 
objectified ways in which the God of nature conducts the affairs of His universe; that He is not hampered by any so-called "laws" 
of nature or "properties" of matter; and that He has often made matter act in ways that transcend what we call the natural 
processes. They affirm their belief that definite acts of fiat creation were used in the origin and the ordering of this earth and its 
inhabitants, and also in the rest of the universe. They also affirm that the Bible account of the origin and history of the earth and of 
mankind is correct and should be believed. 

The three chief organizers (Whitney, Price, Nelson) fully intended the association to be committed to six-day creation 
and flood geology, explicitly repudiating both the gap theory and the day-age theory. However, they made the mistake of 
recruiting Dr. L. Allen Higley, Chairman of the Department of Chemistry and Geology at Wheaton College, as one of the 
founding directors and then, at Price's suggestion, making him their first President. Nelson became Vice-President and Whitney, 
Secretary-Treasurer. Because of his previous visibility as a controversial creationist, Price thought it best that he himself serve 
only as a director. 

There is some indication from the early correspondence [1] that Higley was selected by Price primarily because of the 
prestige his name might bring to the organization. Creationist scientists with bona fide academic credentials were few and far 
between at that time, and Higley did have a Ph.D., as well as a prestigious position at what many evangelicals thought was the 
nation's leading Christian college. Furthermore, they did not realize the intensity of his commitment to the gap theory, thinking 
that they would be able fairly easily to convince him of the fallacies of the geological age system once the Association began to 
function. Higley was a firm creationist and believed in a worldwide Flood, but he persisted in believing that the Flood had left no 
geological evidences. All the geological strata and fossil beds, he insisted, had been formed by the supposed pre-Adamic 
judgment on a previous world which had been controlled by Satan for a billion years or so. 

The Association was to have two other directors. After being turned down by two outstanding Presbyterian theologians, 
J. Gresharn Machen, formerly at Princeton Seminary and later at Westminster Seminary, and J. D. Eggleston, President of 
Hampden-Sydney College in Virginia (both men expressed agreement with the organization, but were too busy), they finally 
settled on Dr. Theodore Graebrier, Professor of Philosophy and New Testament at Concordia Lutheran Seminary in St. Louis, and 
Harold W. Clark, M.A., Professor of Biology at the Seventh-Day Adventist Pacific Union College in California. Price at this time 
was Professor of Geology at the Adventists' Walla Walla College in Washington, Nelson was a Lutheran pastor in Oconornowoc, 
Wisconsin, and Whitney was busy writing, as well as editing his agricultural journal in California. This was hardly a prestigious 
group, scientifically speaking, but all had written influential books or articles on creationism and were well known to the active 
creationists of the day. 
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A few other articulate creationists became active members of the Association, including Dr. Leander S. Keyser, Professor 
of Systematic Theology at Wittenberg College in Ohio; John Leedy, Professor of Botany at Wheaton College; Rev. Clarence 
Benson, of Moody Bible Institute; and Dr. Hawley Taylor, Chairman of Physics and Mathematics at Wheaton College. 

The organization's constitution provided for two categories of membership. Active members were those who either (1) 
held a position in some recognized institution of learning; or (2) had special training in natural science; or (3) had made a special 
study of some scientific problem which had a direct bearing on religious faith. Anyone could be an associate member by paying a 
one-dollar fee. Both grades of members, of course, were expected to subscribe to the constitution. 

Despite the Association's good purpose and easy membership requirements, it never acquired many members, never 
published the journal that was planned, and only held one of its proposed annual conventions. The latter was held in Moody 
Church in Chicago on March 27 and 28, 1936, and included papers by each of the six directors, plus papers by Benson, Keyser, 
Leedy, and Taylor. In addition, there were papers or addresses by Dr. Glenn Cole, Professor of Social and Political Science at 
Wheaton College, Dr. W. H. Flaas Professor of Geography and Geology at Northwestern University, Dr. W. Bell Dawson, 
Professor of Geology at McGill University, and Dr. Harry Rimmer. Attendance at the meeting was excellent. 

The program was evidently mostly set up by Dr. Higley, since the three founders would never have approved of several 
of the speakers. Bell Dawson, like his father, the famous J. William Dawson, was an advocate of the day-age theory. Dr. Haas 
had apparently been invited simply to present the orthodox geological position on the geological ages, placing them in a theistic 
evolutionary context (so far as I can find, the papers of the convention were never published, although an unsuccessful attempt 
was made by some of the directors to get the Moody Bible Institute Colportage Library to publish them in book form). Whitney 
was quite unimpressed with Dr. Rimmer, to say the least, using highly uncomplimentary language about Rimmer in his letters to 
Nelson and others. What the opinion of the other leaders of the Association may have been about Rimmer I do not know, but, in 
any case, he was never even considered as a possible director of the Association, in spite of the fact that he was easily 
the best-known creationist of the day. 

Rimmer, like Higley, was a strong proponent of the gap theory, which all the other directors of the Religion and Science 
Association considered to be utter foolishness, both Biblically and scientifically. Whitney, Price, Clark, and Nelson all believed in 
flood geology, of course. Graebner felt he could not accept flood geology, but he was also firmly committed to literal six-day 
creationism, just as Martin Luther had been, so he also rejected both the day-age theory and the gap theory. He used the standard 
geological nomenclature, but without the age connotations, taking the position that the true causes of the geologic strata would 
have to be determined through future research. 

One result of the convention was that at least seven members of the Wheaton College faculty joined the Association. This 
was probably a mixed blessing, as far as the founders were concerned, for few, if any, of the Wheaton people were willing to 
accept flood geology. Higley's book Science and Truth, published several years later, was surely one of the strongest expositions 
of the gap theory ever published, and Rimmer, one of its ablest popular defenders, was awarded an honorary doctorate by 
Wheaton. 

At the same time, the president of Wheaton College during this period was Dr. J. Oliver Buswell, Jr., one of the most 
ardent and capable defenders of the day-age theory of that or any other generation. Thus the Wheaton faculty, whether using the 
gap theory or the day-age theory, has been committed to the geological-age system for at least 50 years, and it has had profound 
influence on the entire Christian community, first through the Religion and Science Association, and later through the American 
Scientific Affiliation, in persuading thousands of evangelicals to follow down this fatal path of compromise with evolutionism. 

In any case, this convention was apparently the only public activity ever sponsored by the Association, although its 
founders had great hopes and plans for it at one time. Before another year had rolled around, the Association had disintegrated and 
died. 

The membership after a year (by September 1936) had only grown to 56, of which 31 were active members and 25 were 
associate members [2]. An attempt was made to determine the numbers who believed in strict creationism (with flood geology), 
the day-age theory, and the gap theory. Not many questionnaires were returned, but the sample received indicated a more or less 
even division between the three views. 

These divisions began to be more and more abrasive among the officers. Quite an extensive and increasingly heated 
correspondence developed between President Higley, defending the gap theory, and the others-especially Price and Whitney-who 
realized that any compromise with the geological ages was a dangerous concession to evolution, and that the gap theory, in 
particular, was theological confusion as well. Another conflict also developed, of somewhat lesser proportions, between Nelson 
and Whitney, Nelson arguing for the special creation of each species and Whitney insisting that the created "kinds" of Genesis 
were significantly broader than the species. 

Furthermore, the various directors began to lose interest in working in the organization at all, desiring to have someone 
else elected to their respective positions. Price (as well as Higley) was 65 years old, complaining of health and fatigue; Whitney 
thought that the job of secretary should be held by someone in the east or mid west. And Nelson wanted to resign so he could take 
a more active part in the liberal/conservative battle in his own denomination. By this time, Whitney had begun to argue that 
Higley should be voted out as president in favor of Price, because of Higley's gap theory commitment, but Price disagreed. 

By March of 1937, the organization seemed to be falling apart. Whether there was ever any formal decision to disband is 
not clear. In any case, Whitney and Price, whose concerns and energies had gotten the organization started and going in the first 
place, finally decided it was never going to accomplish anything with such sharp differences of opinion on basic issues, and they 
would do better devoting their remaining years to more productive pursuits. Without these two leaders pushing it, the others were 
not that concerned anyway, and the Association finally died. 

The abortive history of the Religion and Science Association at least provided a significant lesson or two for the 
future. The most obvious was that compromise for expediency's sake does not work. Without Higley, Dawson, the Wheaton 
men, and others who wanted to compromise with the geological-age system, the founders feared the Association would be too 
weak and would not survive. As it turned out, it did not survive precisely because these compromisers were in it, and soon 
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came to dominate it. Another weakness, of course, was the scarcity of qualified creationist scientists. This was not the fault of 
the Association, however. Such people apparently did not even exist in any significant numbers in those days. The Religion 
and Science Association was a noble and needed pioneering venture, and the seeds which were sown would eventually bear 
fruit. 

The Creation-Deluge Society 
George McCready Price, Dudley Joseph Whitney, and Harold Clark may have given up on the Religion and Science 

Association, but they still felt the need for an organization with the same purpose, yet more firmly committed to strict creationism 
and the worldwide, geologically significant flood of Noah. Therefore, they soon set about organizing another society which would 
meet these specifications. In this they were helped by the enthusiastic support of Captain Benjamin Franklin Allen, a retired army 
officer and a relatively late recruit to the predecessor Association. Allen (like Price and Clark) was a strong Seventh-Day 
Adventist and had been profoundly influenced by Price's books. He also had considerable legal training and was a skillful logician 
and persuasive writer. After starting in civil engineering, he finished with an A.B. and then with the LL.B. from the University of 
Arkansas. He worked in the office of the Arkansas Secretary of State for several years. He was a confirmed bachelor, about 45 
years old at that time, and in his army experience had done much geological field work. 

He had been vigorously promoting flood geology among the Adventists for several years, with considerable success. In 
1938, Price also retired from full-time teaching and moved to Pomona, California. This was adjacent to Loma Linda, where the 
Adventists now have a fine university (Loma Linda University, with excellent graduate and undergraduate science programs, all 
of which teach creationism), which includes an excellent medical school. The predecessor of this medical school was known as 
the College of Medical Evangelists, then located in Los Angeles, and many fine medical researchers, medical missionaries, and 
practicing physicians received their training there. Soon after moving to Pomona, Price was invited to give a ten-week series of 
lectures on creationism and flood geology at the College of Medical Evangelists. Many of the medical men and other southern 
California scientists who attended the lectures became highly interested in flood geology as a result. These, in addition to the 
people recruited by the intensive promotional activities of Ben F. 

Allen, provided the nucleus for the new society, organized just about a year after the demise of the Religion and Science 
Association, in late 1938. Ben Allen was named President of the Society, and later became Executive Secretary, which position he 
held until its demise in 1945. 

The society had various official and unofficial names during its seven-year existence, ending in late 1945. Popularly 
known as the Creation-Deluge Society, or even just the Deluge Society, it was more formally organized as the Society for the 
Study of Deluge Geology and Related Sciences. Beginning in January 1943, its name was changed to the Society for the Study of 
Creation, the Deluge, and Related Sciences. Although the Society's leaders objected, it is not surprising that such an unwieldy title 
was abbreviated to the Deluge Society by most people. It was not officially incorporated until December 1944, and then it was 
under the name "The Natural History Research Group, A Society for the Study of Creation, the Deluge, and Related Sciences." 

The most enduring work of the Society was its Bulletin of Deluge Geology and Related Sciences, published at various 
intervals from 1941 through 1944 (20 Bulletins were published altogether). Ben Allen was Managing Editor, as well as 
Secretary of the Society. George McCready Price and Cyril B. Courville, M.D. (who also served several years as president), 
comprised the Editorial Board. Courville was replaced on the Editorial Board by Dr. Dell D. Haughey beginning in January 
1943. The first issue of the Bulletin (June 1941), in a Foreword by the Editorial Staff, said the Society was organized in 1938 
under the encouragement and stimulation of Professor George McCready Price. The Society is nondenominational and has for 
its only essential thesis, the literal interpretation of the book of Genesis and other Scriptures relating thereto. If the Deluge did 
occur, it is believed that the scientific facts now available, or easily discoverable, will abundantly prove it. 

This Bulletin is published by the Society to provide for the use of resident and distant members and other interested 
individuals, worthwhile source material which has been presented before the organization. In this way it is hoped to accumulate 
material which will be useful to Christian workers and Bible students. This publication must of necessity be small at first. It has 
no endowment and therefore its continued existence depends upon the support of those interested in its message. As the number 
of members and subscribers increases, the BULLETIN will be correspondingly enlarged. The support of believers everywhere is 
therefore earnestly solicited. 

The Society was thus firmly committed to the literal interpretation of Genesis. Although not explicitly mentioned in this 
Statement of Purpose, the commitment of the Society to Deluge Geology was evident in its very name. Before the Society began 
to publish its Bulletins, its activities consisted of occasional meetings in the Los Angeles area, supplemented by various field 
trips and studies, Ben Allen being active in promoting both. Although the Society was intended to be inter-denominational, the 
majority of its members were Seventh-Day Adventists. So far as I can tell, all the 37 papers published in the Bulletin were 
written by Adventists, except two by Dudley J. Whitney, one by Dr. Will Tinkle, and two reprints of nineteenth century articles 
by the Duke of Argyll. 

This in no way is meant as a rebuke to the Adventists for such domination of a supposedly interdenominational Society. 
It is rather a rebuke to the conservatives and "fundamentalists" in the other denominations, who were either so unconcerned with 
these basic scientific issues or so enamored with their schemes of evolutionary compromise that they had nothing significant to 
contribute. 

There were many outstanding papers in these Bulletins, all still very valuable and informative. Little if any specifically 
Adventist doctrine appears in them. It is a sad commentary on the state of the orthodox denominations-as well as the supposedly 
"fundamental" inter-denominational organizations-of the time, that the vital Biblical doctrines of genuine creationism and 
Noachian catastrophism had to be upheld almost exclusively during the quarter century after the Scopes trial embarrassment by a 
denominational group which most of them considered to be a cult. The Creation-Deluge Society was immensely more successful 
in recruiting members than the Religion and Science Association had been. By 1943 it had almost 500 members and in June of 
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1945, [3] just before the unfortunate takeover of the Society by an "old-earth" minority and its rapid dissolution thereafter, it had 
more than 600 members. 

This growth was certainly not achieved through using a broad and innocuous doctrinal requirement. Voting members 
were accepted only on the following basis: 

Realizing that our success depends upon unity of faith and viewpoint, only those who believe in the literal six day Creation 
as taught in the Bible, the Creator not being indebted to preexisting matter, that no geologic ages have elapsed since that 
event, and that the Deluge should be investigated as the possible cause of the major geological changes, shall be eligible for 
membership. [4] 

In addition, there was a $2 annual membership fee, but this was the same as the subscription price for those who wanted 
the Bulletins without joining the Society. The Society also established various grades of research memberships, based on amounts 
contributed for research. The Society's leaders, especially Ben Allen, laid great stress on creation-oriented research, and the 
research fund was used to fund a number of projects. An impressive list of speakers addressed the meetings of the Society and 
wrote for the Bulletin. Most were Seventh-Day Adventists, but there were others, as well. One of these was Dr. Walter 
Lammerts, who many years later would become the first president of the Creation Research Society. At that time, he was 
Assistant Professor of Ornamental Horticulture at UCLA and, though not an actual member of the Society, was active on a 
research project of special interest to the Society, studying the nature and limits of variation and speciation in plants, and also 
in speaking at its meetings. Lammerts was a Missouri-Synod Lutheran, very active in his own church circles. 

I myself joined the Creation-Deluge Society in June 1943, after learning about it in a footnote in Genesis Vindicated, 
one of George McCready Price's later books, written after his retirement and published in 1941. I struck up a correspondence 
then with Ben Allen which was most stimulating, and which continued for over seven years. I never met Allen personally, but 
he was evidently an immensely capable and highly motivated man, truly born again and with a strong faith in Christ and the 
Word of God. Naturally, I disagreed with him on the matter of Seventh-Day Adventism, but otherwise we quickly developed a 
real sense of agreement and camaraderie. I was only 25 years old and just getting into creationism, still in my first year as an 
instructor at Rice Institute, while Ben Allen was at least in his fifties, but we seemed able to give each other mutual 
appreciation and encouragement. 

Two of the most widely publicized creationist research projects, both of them still continuing, were largely initiated by 
Allen's enthusiasm. I received a letter from him dated December 2, 1943, asking whether I could help on a project checking out 
and documenting a reported occurrence of giant human footprints with dinosaur footprints in a Cretaceous limestone formation in 
central Texas, near the small town of Glen Rose. He rightly considered this discovery to be a potential bombshell and was 
organizing the project on a hush hush basis. These footprints had been studied by scientists from the American Museum of 
Natural History, but the human tracks had been ignored, at least publicly. An Adventist minister from Tucson, E. E. Beddoe, had 
later made casts of some of these tracks, and they seemed to be authentic human tracks, so the Society, under Allen's 
encouragement, undertook to do some serious excavation and documentation at the site. Geologist Clifford Burdick was later 
assigned to it, after he became active in the Society in mid-1944, and he soon began what would become essentially a life-long 
series of explorations and studies of these and other footprints and similar anomalous fossils-fossils that were out of their assigned 
evolutionary place in the geologic column. 

As much as I wanted to at the time, it was not possible for me to participate directly in the project, since those were the 
war years and I was fully occupied in teaching in the Navy's engineering training programs at Rice. However, Burdick and others 
worked on it as much as opportunity permitted and did locate a number of bona fide human footprints, in addition to numerous 
dinosaur footprints. Before the project could really be firmly documented, however, the Society collapsed. The second project 
referred to above was the search for Noah's Ark. Although there had been earlier explorations on Mount Ararat, these had all been 
forgotten until Allen began to promote the project as a means of conclusively demonstrating the validity of flood geology. 
Actually I had recently seen a tract in which a Russian aviator's reported sighting of the Ark, at the time of the first World War, 
had been mentioned, and had written Allen to ask if he knew anything about it. He had, indeed, since the tract was merely a highly 
fictionalized account based on evidence which Allen had given the author of this widely circulated tract. There was at least a 
kernel of truth in the story, although the details had been grossly popularized. Allen got the author of the tract to admit his 
fabrications and to retract his story. 

Like the footprint project, Allen felt the Ararat project should be kept confidential until the actual discovery and 
documentation of the Ark could be established. First of all, sufficient funds would have to be raised to outfit an adequate 
expedition. This was impracticable until after the war, so he was only trying to lay the groundwork at the time we first 
corresponded about it. His foundational efforts would eventually bear fruit in the various expeditions which were established 
on this foundation some twenty years later, after Allen's death. 

Although the southern California members of the Society normally met at monthly or bi-monthly intervals, with many 
interesting papers and speakers, its most ambitious effort was a Symposium meeting held in November 1943. Seventeen papers 
were presented, on a wide range of topics, many of which were later published in the Society's Bulletin of Deluge Geology and 
Related Sciences. In addition, seven assigned public addresses were given. Since these were the years of World War II (the 
Bulletin of Deluge Geology began publication in 1941, and the Society disbanded late in 1945), travel was difficult, and I was 
very busy with teaching and had no vacations of consequence. Consequently, I was never able to attend any of these meetings 
personally. I did profit tremendously from the Bulletins and Newsletters, as well as from my running dialogue, via 
correspondence, with Ben Allen. I was unaware that there was increasing internal dissension in the Society during 1944, since 
none of this was evident from its publications. 

All of the Newsletters published in 1943 and after (I have not been able to find any written earlier), with one exception, 
were written by Ben Allen and frequently contained valuable technical information, as well as news of Society activities. The 
Newsletter dated March 18, 1944, was written by B. Clemson Marsh, M.D. (who was President [5] at that time) and George 
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McCready Price. However, there was nothing in their remarks hinting of dissension. Nevertheless, although 1944 seemed to be a 
very productive year, there was an increasingly restive minority among certain California Adventist members who were lukewarm 
to deluge geology and, especially, to recent creation. They felt that more emphasis should be placed on biology and less on 
geology, since they were increasingly convinced that radioactive dating had proven the earth to be two billion years old (this was 
the evolutionists' firmly settled "age of the earth" back in 1945!). 

In fact, in 1937 a number of Adventist science teachers had had a meeting at which they decided they would have to 
accept the "old earth" view of the evolutionists. Allen did not learn of this until after the Society had disbanded, although he was 
always curious as to why so few of them took an active part in the Society. A number of them did join, however, including also a 
number of medical doctors who had been trained under them and shared their views, without letting their doubts be known 
openly. As is usual in such sub-rosa activities, their opposition to the Society's basic premise was first expressed in other 
complaints. Not enough attention was being paid to biological evidences of design; the Bulletins were not being published 
rapidly enough; the Society's name was cumbersome and embarrassing in the academic world; more effort should be directed to 
reaching laymen who didn't understand geology and other technical material; the Secretary might be misusing funds, and thereby 
causing delays in publication schedules; more effort should be concentrated on highly technical material commanding the 
attention and respect of the most advanced evolutionary scientists; the governing board should be self-perpetuating instead of 
elected by the membership, with all officers selected from a group of highly credentialed "Fellows," etc. 

The underlying reason for all these complaints, however, at least judging from future developments, was academic 
embarrassment at the strong position of the Society (especially its Executive Secretary) on the vital issues of recent creation and 
the cataclysmic deluge. Accordingly, plans were secretly being made to oust Ben Allen and to change the entire nature of the 
Society. In spite of what had seemed to be adequate safeguards against any such thing happening, it did happen. In his final 
Newsletter, announcing the forthcoming annual election of officers, Allen wrote: 

This may be the last newsletter by the present writer, in view of the annual election of officers at this meeting. Beware of 
disruptive action. Some 10 years ago I saw that somebody "had to jump off and swim out" in order to get these labors started as an 
organized movement. (Everyone else, and especially the more competent scientific workers, either are not organizers or have their 
noses to grindstones, or are in treadmills.) I have gone through some hardships, but have been happier than ever before. A band of 
more than 600 loyal and sacrificing people has been gathered together, many of them of first rate ability in this field.... I have done 
for the Society only what had to be done, and what no one else could be found to do. Please forgive the mistakes, most of which 
have been mistakes of zeal. [6] 

What he had feared indeed came to pass. The meeting was packed with members who had been instructed how to vote 
in accordance with the plans of the takeover clique. A new set of officers was elected, and Ben Allen was voted out. The new 
Board soon decided to abolish the original Society, without even asking the consent of the membership, and to constitute itself 
as a new and different organization. The money in the research and publications funds (approximately $1800-a fairly large 
amount by 1945 standards) was turned over to the new Secretary, Molleurus Couperus, M. D., along with all other properties of 
the Society, in the name of the new organization. The new name was completely innocuous, the Society for the Study of Natural 
Science. That would hardly embarrass anybody! Neither would its doctrinal standards, which omitted "all references to the 
Bible, to the Deluge, to Creation, to Evolution, to religion, and to any of the real purposes of the original body."[7] 

According to Ben Allen, "the whole 'revolution' was apparently developed by two men, and not more than 6 or 7 were 
actively and purposely involved in it."[8] The membership never voted on it at all, though a questionnaire was later circulated to 
them. The latter was confusing and the results never were tallied. Allen wrote: 

The status of membership in the original Society, has been abolished, all except an empty phrase. But almost all of the 
original members even yet do not know what has happened. The Board constituted itself the Society, is self-elected, and elects its 
officers from itself. [9] 

All of this would seem to have been quite illegal and possibly could have been overturned in a lawsuit. However, 
presumably because of Biblical cautions on such matters, no one wished to go to court over it, and the takeover was successively 
consummated. 

Aftershocks of the Deluge Society Breakup 
The new "Society for the Study of Natural Science," ostensibly interdenominational like its predecessor, soon became 

strictly Seventh-Day Adventist in practice. It had its roots in the revolt of Adventist science instructors against the doctrine of 
recent creation which had long been held by that denomination, and these younger intellectuals apparently wanted to use the 
revised organization as an instrument to undermine this doctrine in the denomination itself. 

They were precluded from using the day-age theory or the gap theory, in their exegesis of Genesis, by the writings of 
their revered teacher, Mrs. Ellen G. White, whom Adventists believe to have been guided infallibly in her writings by the Spirit 
of Prophecy. They thought, however, that they could stretch her teachings to allow for the two billion years required by 
radiometric dating in the supposed gap between the first two verses of Genesis. They could not place the geological ages with 
their fossils in this gap however, as the other fundamentalists were doing, since Mrs. White had rightly stressed that no death had 
occurred in the world prior to Adam's sin. Consequently, they assumed that the earth had remained dormant in the "chaotic" state 
of Genesis 1:2 for all those two billion years. Thus all the Precambrian rocks, which they assumed to have no fossils, were 
attributed to this "primary creation," with the rest of the stellar universe two billion years ago, with Genesis 1:3-31 then 
describing the "secondary creation" of the six days, which were still taken as six literal days six thousand or so years ago. 

After all this had happened, Ben Allen, realizing that this position was being pushed because of geochronological 
intimidation and then justified by distorting the teachings of Scripture (as well as those of Mrs. White), got two of his own 
colleagues to prepare definitive papers on these two subjects. Clifford Burdick, who had a Master's degree in geology from 
Wisconsin University, plus many years of experience in mining geology, therefore (with Allen's assistance) prepared a 21 -page 
single spaced mimeographed paper entitled "Recent Trends in Methods of Measuring Geologic Time," sharply critiquing 
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radiometric and other methods of geologic dating, which was then circulated to about 50 key reviewers for comment and correction. 
Similarly, Dr. John L. Huenergardt, with a Ph.D. in Philosophy from Indiana University, wrote on "The Scriptural Integrity of 
Creation Week," showing clearly that recent six-literal-day creation is the plain and unmistakable teaching of Scripture. 

These two key papers were later distributed to the Adventist science teachers and resulted in many of them returning to 
strict creationism. [10] The new Society also later incorporated them into its own new publication, [11] both papers having been 
revised and updated by then, with Burdick's paper in the first volume, Huenergardt's in the second. The new Board (with 
Molleurus Couperus, M.D., as Executive Secretary) decided to change the title of the Bulletin of Deluge Geology to The Forum, 
with the words "For the Correlation of Science and the Bible- as a subheading appearing in small print on the title page, but not on 
the cover. Volume 1 was published in 1946, nothing in 1947, Volume 2 in 1948. Nothing at all had been published in 1945, and 
The Forum ceased publication altogether after 1948. 

All the papers in both volumes dealt with this controversy over whether the earth was old or young. In addition to the 
papers by Burdick and Huenergardt, papers defending the young earth were written by Harold Clark, Dudley J. Whitney, and 
another by Burdick. Advocating an old earth were three papers by J. Lowell Butler, two by Molleurus Couperus, and 
(surprisingly) one by George McCready Price. There was a sprinkling of quotations from Ellen G. White plus a number of brief 
"letters-to-the-editor" in Volume 2. All of the writers except Whitney were Seventh-Day Adventists, and Whitney's article was 
essentially a letter discussing Volume 1. The book was clearly an Adventist document, intended essentially to convince Adventists 
that the age of the earth was still an open question, both Biblically and scientifically. None of the writers, however, advocated the 
gap theory or day-age theory. Also, all of them, even those favoring a young earth, assumed that the universe itself was very old, 
with stars and planets and probably living creatures existing at various times and places throughout the universe. This notion had 
been sanctioned by Mrs. White, the Adventist prophetess, and so was taken as fact by all the Forum writers. 

I wrote a letter to the Forum editors, critiquing this latter idea along with the old earth idea. My letter was ignored by the 
editors, but Ben F. Allen later made copies and circulated it. Since I am not in the Seventh-Day Adventist denomination, I know 
little about its internal divisions. [12] However, this same divergence of opinion still exists and apparently has broadened into a 
more widespread liberal/conservative type of division that also involves the law/grace question and even the question of Mrs. 
White's prophetic authority and integrity. But that is another subject, not germane to this book. In any event, the Society for the 
Study of Natural Science died out, with its Forum, shortly after Volume II was published. It was serving no purpose the 
controversy it sought to discuss had already been well discussed to no avail for over a hundred years. The tragedy was that this 
handful of compromisers was able to destroy so quickly a sound creationist testimony that could have made a tremendous impact 
for truth in the scientific and educational worlds of the post-war generation. Again, however, some good seed had been sown. 

To provide an outlet for their research and writing, a number of the Adventist flood geologists (e.g. Allen, Clark, Frank 
Marsh, Burdick) began to publish in The Naturalist, the quarterly magazine of the Associated Nature Clubs, directed by Dr. Ernest 
Booth. These were nature study clubs sponsored by various local Adventist churches. Although most of the articles in The 
Naturalist were simply studies of various birds, plants, and other nature items, it did include one or more strong creationist articles 
in many of its issues. This small journal was published from 1942 through 1967 but was in perpetual financial straits and finally 
could survive no longer. 

In the meantime, Benjamin Allen, no longer involved in the Deluge Society, was able to devote more attention to his 
Noah's Ark project. He formed another organization, the Sacred History Research Expedition, with himself as President, and 
Clifford, Burdick as Vice President. Another officer, until he had to drop out for health reasons, was well-known Christian 
archaeologist J. O. Kinnaman. Allen also enlisted the active support of H. M. S. Richards, the nationally known Adventist radio 
evangelist. He was especially active in promoting this project from 1948 to 1950 or later, trying particularly to obtain financial 
backing for a systematic archaeological/geological exploration of Mount Ararat. He was never able to consummate the project, 
however. Allen had quietly been accumulating evidence concerning the Ark from many sources for many years. A number of the 
reported sightings that have now been rather widely publicized were first researched by him. My son, John, who is currently in 
charge of our own ICR Ararat Project, has reviewed some of Allen's background studies in his own book. [13] 

Many of the Ararat investigators of more recent years have also been Seventh-Day Adventists (e.g., George Vandeman, 
Ralph Crawford, Eryl Cummings, as well as Clifford Burdick, who was first a member of the Allen team, then later with 
Crawford, Cummings, and others). How much of their own knowledge and enthusiasm for the project may have originally come 
from Ben Allen, knowingly or unknowingly, I can only surmise. In any case, in this as in many other significant creationist 
activities, Allen was a genuine pioneer. I lost touch with him after 1950. He was still reasonably young, probably late fifties or 
early sixties, but it is my understanding that he died fairly young, before seeing the fruition of most of his dedicated labors and 
incisive insights. In my last letter to him (March 9, 1950), I mentioned that I would probably be going to Afghanistan soon, 
officially as an engineering teacher (I was to get my Ph.D. in December of that year, from the University of Minnesota), 
unofficially as a missionary to that closed Moslem country. I suggested the possibility of meeting him in nearby Armenia to join 
his Ararat expedition, if and when. As it turned out, neither of us ever made it, either to Afghanistan or Ararat. 

The American Scientific Affiliation 
Unlike the other organizations we have discussed so far, the American Scientific Affiliation, first formed in 1941, is still 

active. However, it is no longer active as a creationist organization, with its leaders and most of its members having long since 
capitulated to theistic evolution. This was not the vision of its two founders, who were both associated with Moody Bible Institute, 
a school which had been firmly committed to creationism ever since it was founded in 1879 by D. L. Moody, the famous 
nineteenth century evangelist. The American Scientific Affiliation (ASA) originally was envisioned and encouraged by Irwin A. 
Moon, who became widely known for his "Sermons from Science" during World War II, which were sponsored by Moody Bible 
Institute, and by the president of Moody, Dr. Will H. Houghton. 

Dr. Houghton's predecessor, Dr. James M. Gray, had been an active leader of the fundamentalists during their battles 
with the modernists in the period before and after the Scopes trial. Although he still tended to lean toward the gap theory, he was 
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on good terms with George McCready Price and the other strict creationists of the time. He encouraged Price and the others as 
they were planning to form the Religion and Science Association, but he died just as it was getting under way. The one public 
convention of the Association was held in Moody Church in March 1936. It attracted good crowds and considerable publicity. 
How much Dr. Houghton himself may have been involved is not clear, but he must have been impressed with the importance 
and evangelistic potential of such a body of scientists who could be firmly committed to the Word of God and the Biblical 
doctrine of creation. 

Soon afterward, Moody began to sponsor Irwin Moon's highly successful "Sermons from Science." These were greatly 
used by the Lord, both in citywide evangelistic campaigns and in military camps during the War. It was one of his meetings, held 
in El Paso early in 1942, that made a profound impression on me and first got me interested in the correlation of science and 
Scripture. I was especially fascinated and impressed by one of his sermons dealing with flood geology and the canopy theory, my 
first encounter with the scientific implications of the Biblical Deluge. 

It was at another of his meetings, held in Salem, Oregon, in November 1940, that Moon had contacted Mr. F. Alton 
Everest, who was then teaching electrical engineering at Oregon State College, in order to discuss the need for another 
organization of evangelical scientists. The Religion and Science Association had foundered three years previously, and the 
Creation-Deluge Society, formed in 1938, was not broad enough to include "progressive creationists" and "gap creationists." 
Furthermore, it was dominated by Seventh-Day Adventists, an onus which had kept many "evangelicals" from joining it. 

Moon put Everest in touch with several other creationist scientists interested in such a society, and then Everest 
undertook the selection of a name and preparation of a constitution. Moon and Houghton also worked hard in planning the society 
and then, in 1941, Houghton sent a letter to all the known prospective members, inviting them to an organizational meeting in 
Chicago scheduled for September 2-5, 1941. Travel expenses were to be paid by Henry P. Crowell, one of Moody's Board 
members. 

According to Everest's account, [14] there were five men who came. In addition to Everest, the others were as follows: 
Peter W. Stoner, Professor of Mathematics and Astronomy at Pasadena City College in California. Stoner was later author of a 
book [15] advocating the day-age theory. 
Dr. John P. Van Haitsma, Professor of Organic Science at Calvin College, a small liberal arts school of the Christian Reformed 
denomination in Grand Rapids. Van Haitsma had sponsored the Nature and Scripture Study Club, which functioned in Grand 
Rapids from 1935 to 1942. 
Dr. Russell D. Sturgis, Professor of Chemistry at Ursinus College in Pennsylvania. 
Dr. Irving A. Cowperthwaite, Plant Engineer for the Thompson Wire Company in Massachusetts. 
 

All of these men were creationists, but none were strict recent creationists like those in the Creation-Deluge Society. 
There were several others who were actively involved in the formation of the ASA almost from the first. One of these was Dr. 
Will Tinkle, who later was to become the first Secretary of the Creation Research Society. Another was Dr. Walter Lammerts, 
who held a more prestigious position than any of the others, being on the agricultural faculty at UCLA at the time (Lammerts 
later became first president of the CRS). However, he was also actively involved in the Creation-Deluge Society and was firmly 
convinced of the validity of recent creationism and flood geology. He tried to convince the other founders that they should write 
into the ASA constitution a commitment to these Biblical truths, predicting that the Society would eventually either collapse (as 
the Religion and Science Association had done) or else-even worse-would soon become dominated by theistic evolutionism, 
ultimately becoming simply another liberal ecumenical society. [16] However, the five original founders, led by Peter Stoner 
and his adamant commitment to the day-age theory, refused to adopt any such strict creationist frame of reference, even though 
all of them were, at that time, definitely creationists and fully intended for the ASA to provide scientific leadership for the 
evangelical world in its opposition to evolution. 

Dr. Lammerts' prophecy eventually proved true, unfortunately. Over and over again, this same drift has occurred, from 
strict creationism to progressive creationism (or gap creationism) to theistic evolutionism to religious liberalism, and, finally, 
either to outright humanism or extinction. The road of compromise eventually leads to a precipice. While the ASA has thus far 
remained true to evangelicalism in some ways, it has long since ceased to be an influence for any form of creationism. 

Nor did it take very long for the Affiliation to begin this drift, as we shall see. Everest was elected President and 
Cowperthwaite Secretary-Treasurer, the two constituting with Stoner, Sturgis, and Van Haitsma, the first Executive Council. Each 
member of the Council was to serve a five-year term, with one Council member to be elected each year. Dr. Marion D. Barnes, a 
research chemist in Arkansas, replaced Van Haitsma in 1942; Dr. Edwin Y. Monsma, a biology professor at Calvin College 
replaced Cowperthwaite in 1943; Dr. Russell L. Mixter, Head of the Wheaton College Science Department, replaced Sturgis in 
1944; Dr. Allan A. MacRae, President of Faith Seminary replaced Stoner in 1945; Everest was reelected to a new five-year term 
in 1946; Dr. Roger J. VoskuyI, Dean of Wheaton College, replaced Barnes in 1947; Dr. Laurence Kulp, Assistant Professor of 
Geology at Columbia University, replaced Monsma in 1948; Mixter was re-elected in 1949; Dr. H. Harold Hartzler, mathematics 
professor at Goshen College, replaced MacRae in 1950; Dr. Brian P. Sutherland, a mining engineer in British Columbia, replaced 
Everest in 1951; and Delbert N. Eggenberger, a Chicago research chemist, replaced Voskuyl in 1952. 

The Executive Council was to elect one of its members President each year, and Alton Everest remained in this capacity 
until 1950, when Dr. Mixter was named President. Dr. Hartzler became President in 1954, continuing until 1960, when he was 
appointed as ASA's first Executive Secretary, initially on a part-time basis. Of all the above men, only Monsma was clearly a 
believer in recent creation and a cataclysmic deluge. Others were nominally uncommitted to any specific view, while some (e.g., 
Everest, Stoner, Mixter, Eggenberger, and especially Dr. Kulp) were quite hostile to such views. When the society was first 
organized in 1941, the rather innocuous name of "American Scientific Affiliation" was adopted. However, it did have a fairly 
good statement of faith required for membership. This statement was changed at various times. One of the early forms, possibly 
the first, was as follows: 
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I believe the whole Bible as originally given to be the inspired word of God, the only unerring guide of faith and conduct. 
Since God is the Author of this Book, as well as the Creator and Sustainer of the physical world about us, I believe there can be no 
discrepancies when both are properly interpreted. Accordingly, trusting in the Lord 

History Of Modern Creationism  

Jesus Christ, the Son of God, my Savior, for strength, I pledge myself as a member of this organization to the furtherance of its 
task. [17] 

The Objectives of the ASA were stated as follows: 

(1) To integrate and organize the efforts of many individuals desiring to correlate the facts of science and the Holy Scriptures. 

(2) To promote and encourage the study of the relationship between the facts of science and the Holy Scriptures. 

(3) To promote the dissemination of the results of such studies. [18] 

Although nothing specific was spelled out about either creation or evolution in these statements, there was at least an 
implication of Biblical inerrancy and the harmony of true science with Scripture. Even this relatively innocuous statement of faith 
soon proved onerous to many of its members, however, and a presumed stumbling block to academic colleagues. Consequently, 
there were frequent movements to get things changed, usually in the direction of less rigorous membership requirements. Initially 
there was only one class of membership. A new constitution was adopted around 1950, allowing for the grade of Fellow, with the 
Council to be elected only by the Fellows. Members had to agree to only a very brief doctrinal statement, Fellows to a much 
lengthier statement (which, however, did not require rejection of evolution). 

A third constitution [19] was adopted in 1959, specifying four grades of membership: Honorary Fellow, Fellow, 
Member, and Associate. Voting rights were given to both Members and Fellows, and a single brief doctrinal statement was 
adopted for all, as follows: 

 
The Holy Scriptures are the inspired Word of God, the only unerring guide of faith and conduct. Jesus Christ is the Son 

of God and through His atonement is the one and only Mediator between God and man. 
Members were required to have an undergraduate degree in one of the natural or social sciences, Fellows a doctoral 

degree. Sometime later (about 1974), a third sentence was added to the doctrinal statement as follows: 
God is the Creator of the physical universe. Certain laws are discernible in the manner in which God upholds the 

universe. The scientific approach is capable of giving reliable information about the natural world. 
 
This latter addition seems to have been made in response to the growth of the modern creation movement, but is actually 

innocuous, since by this time, the ASA had repeatedly stressed in its Journal that evolution was simply God's method of creation. 
The ASA was founded just before Pearl Harbor, and wartime travel restrictions prevented any conventions until 1946. An annual 
convention has been held every summer since that time. During the war, Everest himself, however, did travel extensively 
throughout the United States in connection with his wartime work, and so was able to make many contacts. By the end of the war, 
the organization had a membership of about 50. 

The main activity otherwise during this time was the assignment and preparation of papers for a symposium volume in 
which different specialists would deal with their individual scientific disciplines as they related to Scripture. This was finally 
published in 1948. [20] Several chapters in this book were excellent documents, including one by Walter Lammerts and Will 
Tinkle. However, the articles on astronomy, geology, and anthropology all accepted the standard evolutionary chronology of 
cosmic history, earth history, and human history, respectively. 

It was at this time (1948) that I first learned about the organization and joined it. The Creation-Deluge Society and even 
its usurping organization had recently collapsed, and the ASA sounded quite promising to me at first. I was then at the University 
of Minnesota, doing full-time teaching and researching in hydraulic engineering at the University's St. Anthony Falls Hydraulic 
Laboratory, while simultaneously doing graduate work in this field, majoring in hydraulics (the study of water and its effects in 
nature) and minoring in geology and mathematics. I had embarked on these studies primarily because of their importance in the 
study of the Deluge, and so wanted to maintain contacts with other scientists who were also Bible-believing Christians. The 
American Scientific Affiliation seemed to be the only thing then available directed to that end. 

However, soon after joining it, I must have become the Affiliation's chief gadfly. My book That You Might Believe was 
having an increasing influence, and when I read Modern Science and Christian Faith, I immediately sent a rather extensive 
critique to President Everest objecting to its uniformitarian emphasis, and referring to my treatment of flood geology as the type of 
approach ASA should adopt. This began a rather long and mostly friendly debate between Everest and the other ASA officers, on 
the one hand, and myself on the other hand. Our correspondence was kept on a courteous and friendly level, but our positions 
were poles apart, with neither able to budge the other. 

I pointed out that the ASA Symposium had completely ignored the flood geology position, whereas many very 
competent Christian scientists (as in the Creation-Deluge Society) had argued with some cogency that it was a better geological 
model than uniformitarianism, as well as the only valid Biblical model. Thus it should at least be recognized and refuted, if 
possible, not simply ignored. The ASA also produced that same year another symposium, this one on the age of the earth. Every 
paper (except one by Walter Lammerts) advocated an old earth. One, by Dr. Bernard Ramm, argued Biblically for the day-age 
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theory. The others were mainly concerned with radioactive dating. This symposium was only distributed in mimeographed form 
to the membership, which was still less than 100. 

My complaint and exhortation may have contributed to an assignment to Dr. J. Laurence Kulp to prepare what would 
amount to an ASA position paper on deluge geology. [21] Kulp was a Wheaton graduate who had gone on to get his Ph.D. in 
geology at Columbia University. He eventually became, for a while, one of the nation's top authorities in geochronometry and 
radiometric dating. He served for a term on the ASA Executive Council, but eventually dropped out of the organization, not 
because it had become liberal, but because it was too conservative for him! His paper was, of course, a vicious attack on flood 
geology and its proponents. Naturally, I wrote a rebuttal to it, trying to answer his various arguments, but the Journal editors 
never would publish it. 

Before Kulp's article was published, however, Alton Everest actually paid a visit to my home in Minneapolis, both to get 
acquainted and also hoping to dissuade me from my position. He was accompanied by Bernard Ramm, who was then a young 
theologian on the faculty at Bethel Seminary in St. Paul. Ramm was considered by Everest and other ASA leaders to be one of the 
most promising young intellectuals in the Christian world, and he soon would become one of the most influential voices of neo-
evangelicalism. Ramm and Everest were unsuccessful in their mission, of course, but neither was I successful in persuading them of 
the validity of strict creationism, though I did try! Kulp's diatribe against flood geology seemed to intimidate just about all 
remaining open commitment to recent creationism among the ASA members. Since the Journal would not publish my rebuttal, and 
no other defenders of this position seemed to be speaking out in ASA, I sent copies of Kulp's paper to Ben F. Allen and Dudley J. 
Whitney, suggesting they might like to respond in some way. 

Allen was concerned, but too busy with other projects to do anything immediately. Whitney, on the other hand, 
responded with a long series of papers, which he entitled The Creationist. [22] He published these at his own expense and sent 
them to all the ASA members, over a period of some three years, during 1950-1953. These were cogent, well-reasoned papers, but 
their effect may have been minimized by the biting sarcasm and sharp condemnations which punctuated his writing. In any event, 
he elicited many editorial and other responses from ASA leaders. How many readers he won to strict creationism is not known, 
but he had no more success than I did in stopping the drift of the ASA into full-fledged theistic evolutionism. 

All of this time I was trying hard to be supportive of the ASA. Except for its diluted creationism, its journals did have 
many good articles on other Bible-science topics. I encouraged many to join, including two men who later became leaders in the 
organization. One of these, Walter Hearn, had been in my home Bible class when he was a student and I was an instructor at Rice 
during the early years of the War. Later, after he had received his Ph.D. in biochemistry at the University of Illinois and was on 
the faculty at Yale, he wrote that "we have the fondest memories of you, and have often thanked God for your strong influence on 
our lives and the lives of many of our dearest friends." [23] 

I appreciated this testimony very much at the time, since Walter had been one of the finest and most promising students I 
had ever known. He was a strong Bible-believing Christian creationist as a student, and I felt he could make a great contribution 
some day. I encouraged him to join the ASA. He and his wife June, whom I had also known when they were students at Rice, both 
joined and became active. He soon was on the Council and was elected Secretary-Treasurer. Later he served many years as Editor 
of the ASA Newsletter. The tragedy, however, was that he had become a total evolutionist, remaining so to this day, so far as I 
know. In fact, he was one of the leaders most instrumental in leading the Affiliation from a dominantly progressive creationist 
position to a dominantly theistic evolutionist position. Another was Dr. Charles Hatfield, who was my closest friend on the 
Minnesota faculty, active with me in the Inter-Varsity Christian Fellowship chapter there. His field was Mathematics and I also 
encouraged him into the ASA. He was a creationist then and, in fact, reviewed the manuscript for The Bible and Modern Science 
for me. 

He didn't actually join the ASA until I had left Minnesota, but then he also soon became a leader. Years later, when he had 
become ASA President and I was President of the Creation Research Society, he wanted to do something to bring about a union or 
closer fellowship between the two organizations. By this time, however, "Chuck" also was a thoroughgoing theistic evolutionist 
and so was his organization, and it was impossible. "Can two walk together, except they be agreed?" (Amos 3:3). While I was at 
Minnesota, teaching assignments and graduate studies, combined with a limited income, had kept my ASA gadfly role limited to 
that of critical correspondence. Finally, however, in 1953 (after finishing my Ph.D. and moving to Louisiana in 1951), I was able 
to attend one of the ASA Conventions. I prepared a paper entitled "Biblical Evidence for a Recent Creation and Universal Deluge" 
to present at the meeting, hoping this would be the opportunity finally to reverse the trend toward evolution in the ASA. Since all 
members professed to believe the Bible, I thought, if they could only be led to see that the Bible really taught these two basic 
doctrines (as I had discovered by myself a decade earlier), then surely they would choose to believe the Bible instead of modern 
scientism. 

I was too naive, of course. Possibly my experiences during the last thirty years have changed me from naive to cynical, 
but it does seem now that there are multitudes of evangelical "intellectuals" especially professional people, including theologians-
whose view of the inerrancy and perspicuity of Scripture completely changes its perspective when they come to the first eleven 
chapters of Genesis. Modern scientism seems to dictate the hermeneutics, not the Scriptures themselves. This was the reaction to 
my convention paper. There was intense interest and much discussion, both during the meeting and afterward. No one even 
attempted to answer or refute the Biblical arguments, which is what the paper was all about, but there were all kinds of 
equivocations to the effect that scientific evidence precludes belief in literal creation and flood geology, and that there have been 
many good people who believe Scripture can be adapted to whatever scientists dictate on these matters. There was a similar 
reaction later when the paper was published, not in the ASA Journal (which wouldn't accept it), but in His, the official publication 
of the Inter-Varsity Christian Fellowship. 

Over the years since, I have been invited several times to speak to local sections of ASA, always on essentially this same 
subject. And always the reaction has been the same. The standard response to the overwhelming Biblical evidence for a recent 
creation and worldwide deluge is: "But there are good people who interpret the Bible to fit the evolutionary geological ages, and 
we can't afford to disagree with the scientists." This drift toward total evolution continued. Although ASA leaders frequently 
protested to conservative critics that the ASA was open to the entire spectrum of beliefs on creation, the fact is that its meetings 
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and journals only rarely included a paper advocating true creationism, and even these never advocated recent creationism or 
deluge geology. My 1953 paper was all but unique in all of ASA's 40-year history, and even it wasn't published in the Journal. 

The complete capitulation of the ASA to evolutionism was signaled by the publication of a symposium volume on 
evolution, in 1959, in honor of the one hundredth anniversary of Darwin's Origin of Species [24]. Although a few of the 
articles in this symposium allowed for the possibility of progressive creation, none of them (except the final chapter by 
theologian Carl Henry) offered any arguments of consequence against evolution itself, and several (e.g., the chapter on the 
origin of the universe, by George Schweitzer, and the chapter on the origin of life, by Walter Hearn) were totally evolutionist 
in treatment. Even Dr. Henry's chapter equivocated on whether evolution was true, and he seemed quite willing to accept it if 
the evidence were to become stronger. 

This was, of course, the year of the Darwinian Centennial Convocation, and it was accompanied by a veritable flood of 
books and articles eulogizing Darwin and promoting evolution. Thus, when even the one organization that professed to be the 
scientific voice of evangelicalism went along with the evolutionary propaganda, the evolutionists could indeed claim-as they did 
repeatedly-that evolution had completely triumphed, even among the fundamentalists. 

The initial revival of creationism that was taking place in the late 1960s and early 1970s, however, forced the leaders 
of ASA to counter the growing reaction against Christian evolutionists. Accordingly, the last Journal issue of 1971 [25] was 
devoted to the creation-evolution issue, with the theme being set by the lead editorial, "We believe in creation." However, the 
argument, made by the editor, Dr. Richard H. Bube, [26] was simply that evolution was God's method of creation. This is a 
rather common defense offered by Christian intellectuals today, but it was also a common dodge employed by compromising 
Christians of earlier generations. "Certainly, we are creationists!" "The Bible tells us the fact of creation; the scientists must 
determine the how." "We believe in creation and evolution," the ASA would say, through its spokesman, Dr. Bube. By such 
semantic manipulation, one can define "black" as "white" or "up" as "down." Creationists are well aware that many people 
believe in theistic evolution, but that is a form of evolution, not creation. Another volley was fired in 1978, when the ASA 
published a special volume [27] consisting of collected papers from previous issues of the journal, all promoting either theistic 
evolution or an emasculated progressive creationism (except for one paper in a creation/evolution debate, with the conclusion 
implied that the evolutionist side had won). 

As a creationist organization (as originally planned by Irwin Moon and Will Houghton), the American Scientific 
Affiliation has proven not only to be a sad failure, but even a strong opponent to the creationist cause. Because of the prestige of 
its scientists, and their professed commitment to Scripture, the ASA has led many Christian schools, colleges, and even seminaries 
into a similar compromise position. It even infected the school that originally sponsored it, Moody Bible Institute, through the 
Moody Institute of Science. The MIS was established about 1947, with Irwin Moon as Director, with the intention of gaining a 
wider audience for his successful "Sermons in Science" by putting similar materials on film. These Moody science films were, 
indeed, excellent and had a great ministry for many years. 

However, Alton Everest, who was also ASA president for its first decade, was appointed Associate Director of the 
Moody Institute of Science. Furthermore, the Moody films were supposed to be released only if "approved" by the ASA. This 
effectively precluded any of them from taking a strong stand on creation, and consequently none of them even dealt with the issue 
at all. Several advocated a great age for the universe and the earth. The films gave strong evidences of design in nature and 
effectively presented Christ as Savior, so the Lord used them, but they were not creationist films. 

As time went on, more and more of the creationist scientists dropped out of ASA, especially after the Creation Research 
Society was formed. Some of us continued on for a long time. I still hoped against hope, for a while, that it someday could be 
reclaimed, and was even made a Fellow of the Affiliation in 1961, [28] just before publication of our book The Genesis Flood. 
The reaction of ASA to that book was so vehemently negative that I am sure I never would have made it after 1961! 

Eventually, the Journal articles became not only pro-evolutionary but also more and more centered on the social 
sciences rather than the natural sciences. Even after I had finally abandoned all hope that the ASA could ever be reclaimed for 
creationism, I still felt it worthwhile to continue my membership, simply in order to get the Journals and to keep up with what 
they were doing. Finally, with the large majority of articles focused on social and psychological issues, however, there seemed 
no longer any point even in this. The rest of the ICR staff and most of the CRS Board members had long since dropped out. In 
1980, after 32 years of ASA membership, I also left. The American Scientific Affiliation, unlike the Religion and Science 
Association and the Creation-Deluge Society, has not passed out of existence, but it has ceased to exist as a creationist 
organization. 
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thereafter. 

5. The only Society presidents ever mentioned as such, in any of the materials accessible to me, were Allen, Courville, and 
Marsh. In any event, it was Allen who was the effective leader and sparkplug of the Society. 
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6. Ben F. Allen, Creation-Deluge Society News Letter, 16 June 1945, page 4. This was not only Allen's last newsletter; it 
was the Society's last publication. 

7. Ben F. Allen, The Original Society Illegally Supplanted and All Scriptural Standards Abandoned. Paper privately 
circulated by author late in 1946, page 1. 

8. Ibid., page 2. 

9. Ibid. 

10. Ben F. Allen, letter to the writer, February 18, 1950. 

11. Clifford L. Burdick, "The Radioactive Time Theory and Recent Trends in Methods of Measuring Geologic Time," The 
Forum, Volume 1(1946), pages 39-58; J. P. Huenergardt, "The Integrity of Creation Week," The Forum, Volume 11 (1948), 
pages 71-105. 

12. Geoffrey J. Paxton, The Shaking of Adventism (Wilmington, DE: Zenith Publishers, Inc., 1977). 

13. John D. Morris and Tim LaHaye, The Ark on Ararat (Nashville: Thomas Nelson, [tic., 1976), pp. 74-83, 107. 

14. Alton Everest, "The American Scientific Affiliation-The First Decade," Journal of the American Scientific Affiliation, 3, 
September 1951, page 37. 

15. Peter W. Stoner, From Science to Souls (Chicago: Moody Press, 1944). This book was issued in a later edition (1952) under 
the title Science Speaks. 

16. Letter from Dr. Lammerts, n.d. 

17. Article 2, ASA Constitution as of 1951. 

18. Article 1, ASA Constitution as of 1951. 

19. See I. A. Cowperthwaite "Twenty Years with the American Scientific Affiliation," Journal of the American Scientific 
Affiliation, 13, December 1961, pages 98-102; for a survey of the changes taking place during its second decade. 
Cowperthwaite, one of the five founders, was chairman of a Historical Committee, which also included Barnes (first editor of 
the Journal), Everest, Mixter, and Hartzler (the first three presidents). 

20. American Scientific Affiliation, Modern Science and Christian Faith (Wheaton, IL: Van Kampen Press, 1948), 289 pp. 

21. J. Laurence Kulp, "Flood Geology," A.S.A. Journal. 

22. Another journal of the same name was published by the Christian Evidence League, of Maverne, New York, for several 
years beginning in 1963, featuring articles by Whitney, Price, and others. 

23. Letter from Waiter Hearn to writer, September 15, 1951. 

24. Russell L. Mixter, Evolution and Christian Thought Today (Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 
1959), 224 pages. 

25. R. H. Bube, ed., Creation and or Evolution: A Symposium, in Journal of the American Scientific Affiliation, 23, 
December 1971, pages 121-160. For an analysis of the ASA reaction to The Genesis Flood, see John Whitcomb, The World 
That Perished (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1973), pages 111-139. 

26. Dr. Bube has been the Journal's editor since 1969. He is currently Chairman of the Department of Materials Science and 
Engineering at Stanford University. 

27. David L. Willis, ed., Origins and Change.. Selected Readings from the Journal of the American Scientific Affiliation, 
(Elgin, IL: American Scientific Affiliation, 1978), 76 pp. 

28. Fellows were elected as such by the other Fellows and were supposed to hold the Doctorate or its equivalent in a natural 
or social science, be actively engaged in science, and be active in ASA. I was first considered for this honor sometime before 
1955, but until 1961 was repeatedly rejected, because of my deluge geology beliefs. Many Fellows with much less significant 
professional credentials than mine were elected before I was. Two men of similar belief, Dr. John Klotz and Dr. Frank Marsh, 
were elected the same year, along with 12 others who did not share our beliefs. 
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