
God’s Eternal Plan #5
God’s Crowning Creation

Genesis 1:24-28

 This is the fifth study in our series that I have entitled “God’s Eternal 
Plan.” One of the things we need to settle in our minds is the ongoing 
controversy of “Creation verses Evolution” will never be resolved to the 
satisfaction of the Christian community or the secular scientific community. 
The reason for this on-going debate is not based so much biblical or scientific 
facts, but because the focus is emotionally and factually misdirected.

 Although there are some great scientific minds working on trying to 
understand the creative process (both Christian and non-Christian), they are 
working from different ends of the spectrum. If both Christian and non-
Christians could get past their own agendas, those who have a well-grounded 
faith in the Scriptures and a good knowledge of the geological evidence (not 
theories) are in a much better position to attain a better understanding of how 
all the pieces of the puzzle actually fit together. Albert Einstein said, “Science 
without religion is lame; religion without science is blind.” 

 But here is the problem: through the years, many of the preachers who 
have dogmatically defended the authority of the Scriptures and denounced 
any scientific approach to creational process have not taken the time to look at 
the scientific evidence. They are so busy trying to defend the Scriptures they 
have never stopped to realize there is no contradiction between true science 
and the Word of God. And so “the beat goes on.”

 Tonight, we are going to look at Days Six and Seven. As was the case on 
the Second Day, the Sixth Day also contains a two-fold work, that of land 
animals and of man.

 The first work is found in Genesis 1:24-25, “Then God said, Let the earth 
bring forth the living creature according to its kind: cattle and creeping thing and 
beast of the earth, each according to its kind; and it was so. And God made the 
beast of the earth according to its kind, cattle according to its kind, and everything 
that creeps on the earth according to its kind. And God saw that it was good.”  

 These land animals were doubtless the same kind as we have today. The 
fact that they were created “according to its kind,” which is five times 
repeated, shows they were not “evolved” from one common specie. The fact 
that all the different species of animals were created “separately” is proven from 
the fact that when species are crossed their offspring is sterile. For example, if you 
cross a donkey and a female (mare) horse you get a mule, and the mule is a 
hybrid and is sterile. In other words, mules cannot produce mules. 



 If the “Evolutionary Theory” of the development of animal and 
vegetable life was true, we should expect to find evidence to support that 
theory in fossil remains of the intermediate links, and we should see some type 
of “evolutionary process” at work  even in the present age in which you and I 
live, whereby higher orders of animal and plant life are coming into being. But 
such things as the Law of Superposition and the field observations of Angular 
Unconformities in folded mountain sediments, as well as, the Greenland Ice 
Sheet simply do not give us this kind of evidence. In fact, the animal and plant 
life that exists today is the same that has existed from Day Six of the 
Reconstruction. The birds build their nests and raise their young as they 
always did. The beaver builds his dam, and the bee constructs his honeycomb 
as they have always done. Man alone has the faculty of improving his mode of 
construction. This is seen in the development of farming instruments from a 
crude stick in the dirt, to the plow, to a complex cultivator, to giant combines 
that gather the grain while being pulled by an air conditioned tractor. The 
point is this – we can look at the various obsolete pieces of farming equipment as 
proof of the process. But that is not the case in the animal and vegetable 
kingdoms, for there are no intermediary links. If the “Evolutionary Theory” is 
correct, it should apply to man as well as animals, and we should see the 
evidence of the crossing of the best specimens of the human race and the 
evolution of a “Superman,” but the history of the race disproves that, as was 
the case of Adolph Hitler. 

The second work is found in Genesis 1:26-28, “Then God said, Let Us make 
man in Our image, according to Our likeness; let them have dominion over the fish 
of the sea, over the birds of the air, and over the cattle, over all the earth and over 
every creeping thing that creeps on the earth. So God created man in His own 
image; in the image of God He created him; male and female He created them. 
Then God blessed them, and God said to them, Be fruitful and multiply; fill the 
earth and subdue it; have dominion over the fish of the sea, over the birds of the 
air, and over every living thing that moves on the earth.” 

There is something about us that draws us to our roots. Some year ago 
Alex Haley’s book Roots was a reflection of that desire. Our libraries are filled 
with books, computers, and people who are trying to find out their ancestry by 
going through records of years gone by. We have an urge to investigate our 
family beginnings and even our original beginnings, thus the controversy over 
the Creation. 

The Hebrew word translated “created” is the word “Bara” (baw-raw) 
and show us that man has not descended from some ape or lower animal form. 
We are told that man was created “in the image of God.” There is an impossible 



gulf between the lowest order of man and the highest type of beast that science 
has failed to bridge. The “Missing Link” has never been found. 

Although it is true the different races of people have different physical 
characteristics they are still a part of the human race. The fact is, when the 
different races of the earth’s inhabitants marry, their offspring are not sterile 
but fertile. And that brings us face-to-face with Acts 17:26, “And He has made 
from one blood every nation of men to dwell on all the face of the earth, and has 
determined their preappointed times and the boundaries of their dwellings.” The 
Bible very clearly states the entire human race is of one specie and had a 
common origin.

But what does science have to say about this idea? To answer that 
question, I draw your attention to “Mitochondria” (mighty-con-dre-a). 
“Mitochondria” (mighty-con-dre-a) are the powerhouse of the cell. They consume 
the sugars that our bodies have converted from food, and in return produce 
electricity with which to power the cell. But why is it considered separate from 
the cell? The reason “mitochondria” (mighty-con-dre-a) are considered separate is 
because they have their own DNA – DNA which is unaffected by other generic 
exchanges.

Why is “Mitochondrial” (mighty-con-dre-al) DNA so important? You 
are a genetic mix of your parents, each of which contributed half of your 
genetic material. They, of course, have gone through the same process and share 
an equal split of their parent’s DNA. This means if you stoop this backtracking 
process with your grandparents, you are already a genetic mix of six distinct 
individuals who may have come from different regions of the planet – even 
different races.

But one factor remains constant – the “mitochondrial” (mighty-con-
drial) DNA hasn’t altered at all – it remains intact through the female line. 
Male sperm contains only enough “mitochondria” (mighty-con-drea) to 
power the sperm to the surface of the egg – it does not enter the egg. The egg, 
however, contains “mitochondria” (mighty-con-dri-a) that have been passed from 
mother to daughter for countless generations. The only way for 
“mitochondrial” (mighty-con-dri-al) DNA to alter is by natural mutations, 
which occur very slowly when compared with the almost frantic gene mixing 
our parents and we take part in.

Because the rate of “mitochondrial” (mighty-con-dri-al) genetic 
mutation is slow, it can be used as a clock to turn back time to a period before 
the mutations had crept in. When “mitochondrial” (mighty-con-dri-al) DNA 
from certain populations in Africa (we know that Africa is cradle of the 
human race) are sampled, they can be compared with European 



“mitochondrial” (mighty-con-dri-al) DNA. The mutation difference between the 
two populations can then be compared, and a “clock” can be produced, enabling 
the rate of mutation in “mitochondria” (mighty-con-dre-a) to be established. This 
produces a time-scale that indicates when modern Europeans first left Africa.

In 1987, three scientists announced in the journal “Nature” that they 
had found a common ancestor to us all, a woman who lived in Africa 200,000 
years ago. And immediately the question arises, “How could a single being 
populate a planet?” A single organism can’t populate a planet. The evidence did 
not suggest a single woman living in isolation from members of her own 
species. What it suggested was a genetic bottleneck – a period of human 
history when the population was so small that the genetic expressions of a 
single woman could have an impact on all humans living on the planet today.

She didn’t live alone, she would have lived within a community. She 
didn’t just pump babies out either. There is no reason to suppose that she had 
more than one female child. But there is reason to suppose that whatever female 
children she had, they contained specific advantages for survival over the rest 
of the population.

Once more, we find the true science and biblical truth do not contradict 
one another.

There is one other thing we need to see before we close tonight’s study. 
Look again at Genesis 1:28, “Then God blessed them, and God said to them, Be 
fruitful and multiply; fill the earth and subdue it; have dominion over the fish of 
the sea, over the birds of the air, and over every living thing that moves on the 
earth.” I draw your attention to these words, “…and God said to them, Be fruitful 
and multiply; fill the earth and subdue it…” Look also at the word “fill.” The King 
James reads like this, “And God blessed them, and God said unto them, Be fruitful, 
and multiply, and replenish the earth…” The word translated “fill” in the New 
King James and “replenish” in the King James Version is from the Hebrew word 
“male” (maw-lay). That same word is used in Genesis 9:1 as God addresses Noah, 
“And God blessed Noah, and his sons, and said to them, Be fruitful and multiply, 
and ‘male’ (maw-lay) replenish the earth.” The same word is used in Isaiah 23:2, 
“Be still, you inhabitants of the coast, you whom the merchants of Sidon, who pass 
over the sea, have replinshed.” Now ladies and gentlemen, if something is going to 
be “replenished” it simply means that it was previously “plenished.”

These are just a few of the scriptures that give us some insight into the 
Gap Theory. 


