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“Hearken to me, . . . ye that seek the

LORD: look unto the rock whence
ye are hewn . . .” (Isaiah 51:1).
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ICR—ITS ORIGIN AND GOAL
by Henry M. Morris*

Some of our constituents have raised ques-
tions about ICR’s specific mission, so this
may be a good time to state it clearly.
Reasons for Founding ICR
Initially, ICR was a division of Christian
Heritage College, which had been founded
in 1970 as a unique Christian liberal arts
college and eventually a university firmly
committed in all programs to a specifically
creationist (meaning literal six-day cre-
ation and global flood) worldview.

As CHC co-founder, I had argued for
this approach as the result of my 28 years
of teaching experience in five large secu-
lar universities, plus speaking on many
other campuses as a result of the impact
of our book, The Genesis Flood (pub-
lished 1961). All secular colleges had
been structured completely around evo-
lutionary humanism, and all evangelical
colleges seemed to have accepted the
evolutionary geological ages.

However, the accrediting association
would not allow us to offer graduate de-
grees in science, so we had to do this
through making ICR a separate institu-
tion. M.S. degrees are almost universally
required for science teachers even in
Christian schools, and these had to be ob-
tained (before ICR, that is) from secular
universities. So the ICR Graduate School

was formed in 1980 and has been offer-
ing M.S. degrees in four key science ar-
eas dealing with origins since 1981. Over
a dozen other Christian liberal arts col-
leges have also started teaching literal
Biblical creationism in science, but ICR
is still alone in offering graduate pro-
grams in science. ICR is now fully ac-
credited through TRACS, a nationally ap-
proved accrediting agency.

What ICR’s Purpose Is NOT
Because ICR has become internationally
known largely because of its books, semi-
nars, etc., I must first emphasize that
these are all vital extension ministries, but
not ICR’s main purpose.

(1) ICR is NOT a publishing business
We cannot measure our success by book
sales. I have written some 60 books my-
self, so I surely appreciate the importance
of publishing substantive books on cre-
ation. But that is only an extension as-
pect of our basic mission.

(2) ICR is NOT a seminar ministry
Although I have participated in many
seminars—even before CHC or ICR were
formed—and these have been of signifi-
cant influence in stimulating global aware-
ness of the issue, this also is merely an
extension of ICR’s fundamental purpose.
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(3) ICR is NOT a church renewal or
correctional ministry
Many churches today surely need to re-
turn to sound doctrine and practice with
respect to Biblical creation. I strongly
believe in the local church—have served
as teacher and deacon in three of them
and pulpit speaker in hundreds. My wife
and I even started a church (now thriving
with a fine new sanctuary) that began
with two families and several college stu-
dents, (meeting in our basement). But
“straightening-out” churches is not our
basic purpose at ICR.
(4) ICR is NOT a children’s or youth
ministry
We have great concern for children and
young people, but again reaching them
is not our main goal. My wife sponsored
and taught Child Evangelism classes for
many years, and we have seen many chil-
dren come to Christ. As far as college
youth are concerned, I have served as fac-
ulty advisor to Christian student organi-
zations in 5 secular universities (in one,
over 50 were saved in one year!).
(5) ICR is NOT an evangelistic ministry
Evangelism is vitally important, but is
essentially an indirect result of the ICR
mission. We are thankful when people are
saved through one of our ICR books or
seminars, but this is not our main pur-
pose as an organization.
(6) ICR is NOT a missionary agency
Although a few churches have placed
ICR on their missionary budget, and the
outreach of our ICR books, seminars, ra-
dio, etc., has extended into six continents,
this is not our main purpose.
(7) ICR is NOT a political organization
Although we would love to see creation-
ism taught in all schools, we have never
sponsored legislation to accomplish this.
From the Biblical perspective, all educa-
tion should be under the home, not the
government, but we do not try to attain
such an ideal with political pressure.

The Distinctive Purpose of ICR
There is nothing wrong with the above
activities; all of them are very important,
but ICR’s main purpose (note Isaiah
51:1–2) is not evangelism or missions,
not books or politics, not church growth
or youth ministries.

Our primary ministry is education! Es-
pecially higher education, including rel-
evant research at the graduate level. This
purpose may seem mundane and rela-
tively unimportant to some Christians.
Evangelism, missions, political power,
personal relationships—all may seem to
be more glamorous and worthy of sup-
port. But that is not the way God sees it!

God’s first commandment on the cre-
ated earth was what has been called the
dominion mandate (Genesis 1:26–28)
and this has never been withdrawn or di-
luted. It was repeated and extended to the
survivors of the global deluge (Genesis
9:1–7). This first divine mandate requires
what we now would call scientific re-
search and then the transmission of the
accumulating information about God’s
creation to all succeeding generations
(that is, by education!). Since this was
His first priority, it surely warrants our
obedience and support even today.

A second worldwide divine mandate
is the “Great Commission,” which could
also be called the Missionary Mandate—
calling for teaching about God’s redemp-
tive work. It was not given to all man-
kind (as was the first mandate) but only
to believing Christians.

As in the dominion mandate, educa-
tion again is emphasized. Jesus said that
we should be “teaching them to observe
all things whatsoever I have commanded
you” (Matthew 28:19–20). The new man-
date thus not only commands preaching
the gospel and baptizing believers but
teaching everything taught by Christ!

This includes everything in His cre-
ation, “for all things were made by Him”
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and He is now “upholding all things”
(John 1:3; Hebrews 1:3). As Creator, He
had issued the primeval dominion man-
date and this later mandate now implies
teaching all things learned under the first
mandate, in addition to teaching about
His work of redeeming all things.

All true education therefore should be
carried out in the context of both creation
and redemption, Christ being Author of
both mandates.

Because of its key importance in
God’s plan for His creation, Satan has
sought very successfully to gain control
of education—especially higher educa-
tion. His system of evolution is the key
weapon in his control of education and
he bitterly opposes all who presume to
teach against that system. ICR was
founded with this very issue in mind.

The ICR Graduate School therefore
has the primary mission of providing true
education, in its creation/redemption
framework instead of the evolutionary
humanistic system which permeates all
secular colleges and universities and has
led even most evangelical colleges to
compromise with it.

Ideally, ICR (or some other Christian
educational institution or consortium)
should provide such creation-oriented
education at all levels in all fields. This
may seem impossible, however, as long
as Satan is “the god of this world” (II Cor-
inthians 4:4). Nevertheless, the two man-
dates need to be implemented by means
of at least one great creationist univer-
sity (the very term implies “universal”
coverage), which could serve as a model
for others (and perhaps even as a foun-
dation and model for the education sys-
tem in a future millennium!).

ICR is not that needed central univer-
sity of research and education, but we have
made a start in the ICR Graduate School
with its students and science faculty (full-
time and adjunct). Our four science M.S.

programs would be the key component in
any such future university, or consortium
of Christian colleges. There are now a sig-
nificant number of colleges that have be-
come committed to literal Biblical cre-
ationism, but none as yet offer graduate
science programs except ICR.

Thus, as I envision it at least, ICR has
four chief functions at present:

1. Providing M.S. creationist training
in the key sciences related to origins and
earth history. Evolution dominates every
field today, but those in all other fields
do this on the basis that “science” has
“proved” evolution (an utterly false con-
cept!). This notion must be corrected.

2. Training science teachers for other
Christian schools, including elementary
and secondary schools.

3. Winning the “sciences” to Christ.
That is, we are developing model cur-
ricula which teach the actual facts of bi-
ology, geology, etc., in a Biblical cre-
ationist framework. Also, ICR-sponsored
research (e.g., RATE) is resolving sup-
posed scientific problems in creationism.

4. Develop extension ministries (books,
seminars, radio, etc.) which can reach
many others in all walks of life with the
essentials of scientific creationism. In ad-
dition, no Graduate School is ever financed
solely by tuitions, and ICR does not so-
licit or accept government grants, but these
adjunct ministries also help win support-
ers. Our primary financial support must
come from such concerned Christian men
and women.

God has blessed ICR with a marvel-
ous worldwide impact since we started
on a shoestring in 1970. No doubt we can
improve in many ways and we need your
prayers, but we must never forget why
we began and where we are going.

Finally, all this should be carried out
in the light of eternity and God’s ultimate
purpose for us in His magnificent, infi-
nite, and eternal creation.
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HAS ANY PROGRESS BEEN MADE IN GETTING
CREATION IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS?

by John D. Morris, Ph.D.

We’ve come a long way in America. This
nation, which was founded on Christian
principles, by men and women who were
predominately Christians committed to
the Biblical worldview, has become
quite secular, and in many cases antago-
nistic to the Christian way of thinking.
As it relates to creation teaching, the
courts have declared evolution to be sci-
ence and creation to be religion, and that
religion doesn’t belong in the public
classroom. Laws have been passed; pre-
cedents have been set, while intolerant
“civil liberties” organizations promise a
lawsuit to anyone who would cross the
unofficial line. What can be done to re-
verse this trend? Isn’t there a religious
side to evolution and isn’t creation
backed by science?

Some valiant teachers and administra-
tors are doing what they can, defying the
promise of legal action. Perhaps they’re
“teaching both sides”—teaching the pros
and cons of evolution, or identifying the
many evolutionary claims in textbooks
which are known to be false. But to a
committed evolutionist, nothing short of
total evolution indoctrination will do.

Several state school boards have, in
recent years, inserted an innocuous
“sticker” in the front of school biology
textbooks which briefly calls attention to
the variety of opinions regarding origins,
and the theoretical nature of the subject.
It neither discusses data nor identifies per-
spectives. Most recently, the state of Geor-
gia inserted such a sticker which read:

This textbook contains material on
evolution. Evolution is a theory, not
a fact, regarding the origin of living

things. This material should be ap-
proached with an open mind, stud-
ied carefully, and critically consid-
ered.

Advocates of creation admit this
sticker is a dubious victory. It obviously
doesn’t teach creation, nor claim that evo-
lution is wrong, and certainly doesn’t in-
troduce the Bible, yet it too has been vig-
orously opposed by the same teachers
unions, professional evolutionists, and
civil liberties groups. In January, the fed-
eral courts ordered it removed.

If evolutionists deny even this mini-
mal hint that there might be more to the
story, is this not a sign of insecurity? Are
they afraid of open discussion of the data?
What tactic can creationists adopt which
will expose their position as the religious
intolerance that it is?

Former President Reagan was often
barraged by an adversarial press corps.
Sometimes he would respond by cock-
ing his head, flashing a wry smile, and
saying simply, “There you go again.”
Everyone got his point. The supposedly
neutral press was pushing their own
agenda. I suggest following his lead
might be useful here.

“There they go again” censoring any
thought which doesn’t support evolution
we could say. “There they go again” ad-
mitting that evolution can’t stand the test
of science. “There they go again” letting
their insecurities show. Maybe then the
media and the public at large will recog-
nize this as a religious issue, with the
evolution side hiding behind dogma and
authority, and unwilling to engage in an
open dialogue.


