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Two Creation Apologetics 
with Opposing Views of Science are Taught in the WELS 
 
by Mark Bergemann 
 
 
 A teen may hear from her Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod (WELS) pastor at a youth group 
Bible study, “There is NO evidence for evolution,” and the next day be taught at her WELS high school, 
“There IS evidence for evolution.”  An article in Forward In Christ magazine proclaims that evolution is not 
science,1 while several other Forward In Christ articles argue the opposite.2  One Northwestern Publishing 
House (NPH) book tells us “evolution is not scientific,”3 while another published that same year, says the 
opposite4.  Christlight proclaims that “The Bible and true science never contradict each other,”5 while 
students in the Earth Science course at Luther High School are taught the opposite6. 
 
 This situation can be very confusing for pastors, teachers, students, and laity.  What is happening?  
Two creation apologetics, with opposing views of science, are being taught in the WELS.  If pastors, 
teachers, and authors were aware that two competing creation apologetics are regularly taught in the 
WELS, they might mention this, as they teach their preferred creation apologetic.  If students and laity were 
aware of this situation, they could better understand why they hear conflicting teaching, and be better able 
to form their own beliefs around one apologetic or the other.    
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Same Theology  -- Different Apologetic Methods 
 
 These two creation apologetics hold so much in common.  WELS adherents of both apologetic 
methods hold to the same Biblical doctrines.  They both believe that only the Gospel can create and sustain 
faith, and that their apologetic reflects that belief.  They both believe the Bible is inerrant in all it says about 
every subject, including history and science, and that their apologetic reflects that belief.  They both point 
out that evolution is incompatible with the Christian faith.   
 
 There is variation on both sides of this issue.  Some even take a middle ground, holding a mixture of 
views taken from both apologetics.  Yet the majority of individuals across this apologetic spectrum hold that 
science has a legitimate place in our apologetic as we witness to the truth of creation, and against the lie of 
evolution.7  Both apologetic methods make significant use of scientific evidence to show logical problems 
with the evolution story.  They both proclaim evidence showing that the world around is often as we would 
expect based on the Biblical account of creation, and that the world is often NOT as would be expected if 
evolution were true.   
 
 
Two Definitions of Science 
 
 The difference between these two apologetic methods is that they use opposing definitions of 
science.   These two creation apologetics have been taught in the WELS for decades.  Dr. Ryan 
MacPherson, professor at Bethany Lutheran College, mentions a 1978 creation “debate” between David 
Golisch (then a WELS science teacher at Huron Valley Lutheran High School) and Martin Sponholz (then a 
WELS science teacher at Luther High School). 
 

Even within a relatively small, theologically conservative church body such the Wisconsin Evangelical 
Lutheran Synod (WELS), scientists and theologians have had significant disagreements regarding how to 
explain a young-earth thesis among their church members and how to defend that conclusion against old-
earth proponents. ... Golisch’s frustration with Sponholz’s paper arose not from a different interpretation of 
Scripture, but from a different interpretation of science.  More exactly, it arose from a different definition of 
the word “science.”  Sponholz defined the laws of science as “intellectual models of artistry.  The laws of 
science are men’s laws. They are not God’s ordinances.” ... Golisch and others were following creation 
science gurus Henry Morris and Duane Gish, who defined “science” as an endeavor that, if not corrupted by 
evolutionist practitioners, will discover truths that corroborate revealed truth. ... The Sponholz-Golisch 
debate illustrates that two young-earth advocates within a synod that tolerates very little theological variance 
nevertheless differed markedly in their approaches to teaching their beliefs to the next generation of 

Wisconsin Synod Lutherans and explaining their young-earth worldview to those outside of their fellowship.
8 

 
 One of these two creation apologetic methods defines “science” as temporary “truth,” parts of which 
are often found to be incorrect and then replaced.  Science is seen as mankind’s flawed and incomplete 
attempt to explain nature.9  This view of science is similar to that used by the scientific community.10   This 
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view of science is the one taught by an overwhelming majority of teachers at our WELS high schools and 
colleges.11   
 
 
“True Science” 
 
 The other creation apologetic method is called “True Science.”  The “True Science” apologetic 
refuses to accept as science any physical laws or theories which violate the teachings of Scripture, rejecting 
them as “false science,” while accepting scientific laws and theories which are demonstrably true and which 
do not violate the teachings of Scripture.12  This view of science was the majority view in the WELS during 
the 1970s, but has been the minority view for the past 30 years.13 
 
 For over 50 years the term “True Science,” has been used to describe this second creation 
apologetic method.  It a very descriptive name for the creation apologetic which so often involves the use of 
that very term. Sometimes those who use this apologetic use similar terms such as “real science,” “genuine 
science,” “honest science,” or “correct science.” Sometimes those who use this apologetic refer to evolution 
using the antonym of true: “false science,” or with terms such as “pseudo-science,” “so-called science,” “bad 
science,” etc.  Authors throughout the WELS have used these terms for decades.  (Bold underlines in the 
quotes below are not in the original.) 
 

The Bible and true science never contradict each other; they cannot, for God created the laws of 
science too.

14
  

 
True science will not contradict what the Bible teaches. We can combat the theory of evolution by 
proclaiming what the Bible teaches and by encouraging unbiased scientific investigation and 
honest presentation of scientific facts.  Honest science will not treat an unproven theory as a 
fact.

15
 

 
Darwinian evolution is a religion, not genuine science.

16
 

 
In the first two chapters of Genesis we have the genesis of the history of God’s reign of saving 
grace among men. These chapters were not written, to be sure, to satisfy our curiosity about 
scientific matters, yet they nowhere conflict with true science.

17
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Northwestern Lutheran published “Man Distinct from the Animal” by Robert W. Adickes who says, “When the Christian 
separates the facts of true science from the false theories of modern evolutionary teaching he sees that there is no 
conflict and he has no difficulty in accepting, through faith, the Scriptural account of man’s creation.”  Reprinted in 
Werner H. Franzmann, ed., Is Evolutionism The Answer? The Christian Response To Evolutionism (Milwaukee: 
Northwestern Publishing House, 1967), 64. 
13

 Bergemann, “True Science,” 50. 
14

 Gerald Kastens, 4.  
15

 WELS Topical Q&A, in the evolution category.  Captured in archive: #30 of 46 (captured September 28, 2009): 
http://web.archive.org/web/20090928142048/http://www.wels.net/cgi-
bin/site.pl?1518&cuTopic_topicID=73&cuItem_itemID=3119  (accessed January 21, 2014).  
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Real science cannot possibly be a threat to one’s faith.  … Real science and the Bible are in 
harmony.

18
 

 
“It makes sense to teach evolutionary theory as well as biblical creationism in Christian schools 
too. Explain the theory to students and show how it conflicts with the Bible and with real science 
and the well-established laws of nature.”

19
 

 
 
WELS authors who use the other creation apologetic, sometimes use the term “true science” to describe the 
apologetic they oppose.  (Bold underlines in the quotes below are not in the original.) 
 

“Other dangerous philosophies sneak in such as attempting to find the ‘true’ science that lines up 
perfectly with Scriptures.  Since even the science of Christians is a human endeavor, it is a 
mistake to think that a true science exits in a sinful world.”

20
   

 
“We must not attach God’s name to our favorite scientific theories.  We do not know God’s 
science. If science is only the attempts of humans to understand God’s creation there can be no 
true science.”

21
 

 
“Within our own circles there exists a Lutheran Science Institute which boasts of ‘communicating 
true science.’  Several of our synodical schools in their course descriptions boast also of this 
ability to distinguish between theories and the true laws of science.  … The laws of science are 
man’s laws, not God’s!”

22
   

 
“We also especially need to guard against Reformed answers to evolution that elevate reason 
human and try to develop a true science.

23
   

 
“That calling [of WELS teachers] is not to save this world from its false science by finding a true 
science.  Look what must be added to find a hopeful harmony between our Bible and science.”

24
   

 
“I have heard that there is no conflict between science and religion.  I have heard the laws of 
science are proved.  … To hide behind the semantics of true science which has little or nothing to 
do with the subject we commonly refer to as science today is to play into the hands of the devil.  
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… But what is true science?  Have we become so enwrapped with the scientific age we live in 
that we need such a crutch?”

25
    

 
 
Mark Bergemann, a retired electrical engineer, serves as president of LSI.  He holds a B.S. from UW-
Milwaukee and is an evangelism leader at Good Shepherd’s Ev. Lutheran Church in West Allis, Wisconsin 
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