The RACE QUESTION

WHY are there different races? HOW and WHEN did they
originate? Is racial intermarriage wrong? Is segregation Biblical?
What should we do about the problem of integration today?
Here is a frank, clear explanation revealing the TRUTH on this

O SUBJECT today stirs up maore
emorional  animosities or  is
fraught with more DANGER—

no subject is more challenging or more
fateful—than the RACE QUESTION!

It can hardly be discussed openly with-
cut inflaming feelings of superiority or
inferiotity, or feelings of aggression and
extreme dislike.

Yet the fate of this nation—and of
THE WHOLE WORLD-—is dependent not
only upon the open discussion, bur also
upon the one and only right solution
to this provocative question!

It is rime we face this momentous
subject and UNDERSTAND ir. It is time
we control our emotions and feelings
and examine this question borestly and
truthfully.

Ler’s have one facr understood! God
condemns DISCRIMINATION, It 15 a smf
Unfair rreatment because of race or
color is always wrong, All can agree to
that. But does that mean that God ap-
proves social integration or racial inter-
marriage? Does that mean God con.
demns segregation?

Exactly what is the difference between
“segrepation” and “discrimination?” s
segregation really wrong? Whar is God's
way—the Bible way—ot removing
racial tension? These questions need
answering!

How the Controversy Began

Let's consider, first, the background
of this whole problem.

The recent controversy over desegre-
garion burst upon this nation as a result
of the unanimous Supreme Court deci-
sion on May 17, 1954, In thar decision
racial segregation in the public schools
was declared unconsticutional,

Notice; MEN have decided chat inte-
gration will wipe out discrimination in
public schools!

Bur is this GOD's decisionf—is this
Gon's way?

controversial subject!
by Herman L. Hoeh

If man's way is right, then T ask you:
WHY has the present program of inte-
gration in American public schools IN-
CREASED  racial temsion throughout
much of the nation? Is DESEGREGA-
TION REALLY THE SOLUTION TO DEC-
ADES OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION? Will
racial integration remove the root cause
of the problem?

The Supreme Court decision, however,
was merely the spark that set the race
question afire,

For the past quarter century the prob-
lem has smoldered almest unnoriced.
The real surge roward desegregation
had already been artificially stimulated—
by POLITICAL MOTIVES!

Politics Behind Desegregation

Politicians know that elections today
depend on minority wotes in crucial
areas. Control of such stares as New
York, lllinois and Pennsylvaniz depends
upon control of the big city minarity
vote. 1t political aspirants are to be
elected to office, or if they are to remain
in office, they must make a play for the
mMInority vote—the munority vote of the
Negroer living in big cities in the
North.

Politicians of both parties, aberted by
the Supreme Courr decision, have there-
fore campaigned for desegregation—not
because they necessarily believe i, but
becanse it will gain rhem the vorer of
colored people in norchern cides! This
clever, and all-roo-often insincere poli-
cal manecuvering to corner their vote
needs to be understood by every Negro!

The present tension would never have
arisen if politicians and jurists did not
need the Negro vote! Desegregation
—MAN'S artempt 0 wipe out discrim-
ination—has become a cloak for polit-
cal vote-getting,

It 1s the same old story of HUMAN
NATURE in politics—first it invelved
currying the favor of the Catholic and

Jewish minorities, then organized labor,
Now the Negro has been made the cen-
ter of political turmoil.

Let’s recognize it! The program for
desegregation is stimulated by SELFISH
and POLITICAL motives. It's an at-
tempt to take advantage of the Negro!

But where is MAN'S way of solving
the race problem leading us?

A World-Wide Plot!

The race question involves far more
than a mere domestic maceer in the
Unired States or in South Africa. It in-
volves a question of inrernational im-
port. IT 1S THE CENTER OF THE EAST-
WEST STRUGGLE FOR CONTROL OF ASIA
AND AFRICA—AND ULTIMATELY THE
WORLD!

Power politics are involved. Here's
why. Whoever gains control and the
support of the immense non-white pop-
ulations gains mastery of the world!

The controversy over race became a
major issue as a result of the struggle
BETWEEN WHITES to gain allegiance
of Oriental and African masses. The
colored peoples of Asia and Africa were
at first innocent pawns.

But times are fast changing!

Durning and since World War II the
colored populations awakened to their
own importance in this struggle berween
the two major white powers, America
and Russia. Today it is more than an
ideological battle between capitalism and
communism. The non-white nations
have become a THIRD force that must
be reckoned with. Nationalistic strug-
gler have developed almost everywhere
to vee if the non-white mations can
iwrert mastery from the whiter and beat
them at their own game! Thus far it
involves only the yellow and brown
peoples of Asia and North Africa. But
communist propaganda 15 spreading
throughout the "Black Belt” of Africa.



An illustration of racial tension in
America. Here is the flaming cross
of the Ku Klux Klan, a traditional
symbol of white supremacy. It is o
warning to Negroes to move,

(Continued from page 3)
Trouble is already brewing in Kenya
and South Africa, Within another twen-
ty years Negroes in the whole of Africa
will be in ferment!

The problem will fast become an
international conresr, nor only for in-
ternational supremacy, bwt for racial
mupremacy!

MAN'S solution is plummeting us
straight down the road o RACE WAR/!

Idealists and social “do-gooders,”
without realizing it, have become help-
less tools in the hands of communist
propagandists inciting RACE WAR in
the name of the BROTHERHOOD OF
MAN! It is tme we fully realize the
tremendous implications lying behind
the communist cloak of "HUMAN
BROTHERHOOD." Western civiliza-
tion is at stake!

NOT from the Bible!

Communist propaganda stirring up
tacial strife masquerades under the guise
of a Christian-sounding name—"the
brotherhood of man” Bur where did
this doctrine of “the brodwerhood of
man" originate?

Jesus said to the Pharisees of rthis
world, "If God were your father, you
would love me . . . You are of your
facher, the devil, and the lusts of your
facther you will do” (John 8:4244).
Only trwe Christiany ¢alled out of this
wicked world have God for cheir Father

and belong to the true "brotherhood”
(I Perer 2:17).

The people of this world are not
brochers spiritwally BECAUSE THEY DO
NOT HAVE GOD FOR THEIR SPIRITUAL
FATHER! The Bible nowhere teaches that
all men from birch are spiritually
brothers. Most men are ENEMIES of one
another!

Then where did the doctrine char all
men are spiritually and racially brochers
come from? Out of Moscow! And apos-
tate Chriseianity!

And no wonder. For all who are a
part of this world—whether they are
atheistic communists or professing
Christians—have one father, the devil,
and hence are in a sense brothers, Jesus
said sol

The doctrine of the universal brother-
hood of man and the Fatherhood of God
is nowhere found in the Bible. God is
NOT the Father of every person. Only
through conversion do Cheistians be-
come brothers and have God as their
Father. Most professing Christians are
not really converted, and Ged is not
their Facher,

We like to think we live in a Chris-
tian world, Bur the world does not
preach or believe the teachings of Jesus
Christ, The so-called Christian church
denominations are all divided. They
don't really live by the Bible,

Communist Plans to Divide America

So the program of racial integration
is stimulated npot only by so-called
"Christian” politicians in America, bur
also by international communism!

The Asia-African bloc of stares in
the United Nations is the political front
in this gigantic communist-inspired
conspiracy, Communists we not really
interested in desegregation. They are in-
tent upon sticring up racial strife in
Americe, They originally planned for a
separate and independent Negro Re-
public in rhe South.

Dut the plan boomeranged.

The American Negro did not want
to separate, The communists immediate-
ly changed their tunc and called for
total integration. They knew it would
provoke white reaction. Once again
politics reveals its ugly hand in this
unnecessary controversy that is taking
us seraighe down the road to RACE

WAR! Bur politics is only one factor
behind the current racial tension.

How Evolution Influences
Desegregation

There is another factor espoused by
ministers and educators alike. This fac-
tor is evolution!

This theory, not the Bible, is the real
basis of the recent Supreme Court deci-
sion, Let us understand WHY.

No theory has played a greater part
in moulding the racial attitude of edu-
cators than has the theory of evolution.
It has given a pseudo-scientific basis for
the present trend in race relations.

Politicians, psychologists, jurists and
educators—all have been swept off their
feet by the fable of evolution. All their
legal decisions on race relations are
based upon this unproved theory.

Yes, MAN'S atempt to solve the
race question is based on the atheistic
theory of evolution, instead of the dn-
.rjl:a"re'd Scripture!

Now let's understand the astounding
connection between evolution and racial
desegregation!

One hundred years ago it was fash-
ionable to believe that white men had
evolved further than the darker races.
The primirive Negro in Africa, with his
dark skin and broad, flat nose and his
prognathous jaw was assumed to be
similar 0 our “sub-human” ancestocs.
Some even claimed that only whites
had “souls.” All this made the whice

man feel smugly superior—be had
reached the pinnacle of evolutionary
development!

Or had he?

The past century witnessed rapid
progress among the colored peoples.
That's the reason tremendous changes
became necessary in the evolutionist's



conceprs af rarial hl".!nl'!.' and race re-
lutions. Here is whar happened,

Sciencists admicted thar it s the
white man, instead of the Negro, who
manifests the thin lips of the ape. It is
the white man who manifests the ape's
heavy brow ridges above the eye. It is
the white man's hair thac is like the ape's
in structure! No ape has woolly hair like
the Negro! The Oriental and the African
—the evolutionists soon reasoned-—must
have “evolved” every whit as far as the
white man.

Of course, none of these prove evolu-
tion true, nor do they demonstrate that
one race is more "advanced” than an-
other. The Negro is no less human than
the white man.

Bur evolutionists would not admit
they were wrong. They merely “altered
their view of evolution” to please their
intellectual vanicy.

Now they went to the opposite ex-
treme,

They began w rteach thar all races
should freely intermix—since all were
equally “advanced!” This would pre-
sumably wipe out color differences and
leave no one to discriminate against,
HERE is MAN'S WAY of creating the
dream of ONE WORLD,

But 15 this GOD'S WAY of wiping
out discrimination and making ONE
WORLD a reality?

Intermarriage a Final Goal

Here is how MEN attempt to justify
crossing the color lines not only educa-
tionally, but socially and maritally,

Competent leaders among American
Negroes generally  discouraged
racial intermarriage. More often than
not, the plan for free intermarriage
among the races is fostered by whires!
It is a direct result of the philosophy
of evolution being applied ro social
problems.

Here is how they reason: To quell
racial tension and make "the brother-
oo of man” u realivy, the entire nution
must first desegregate schools and
encourage social intercourse between the
races, This would provide sufficicnr so-
cial contact to allow both races o be-

have

come murtually acquainted so that inter-
marriage may naturally follow. And
with intermarriage freely permicted all
our racial problems would be solved.

There would be no one lefr to discrimi-
nare against, All thar's necessary, reason
our leaders, is to "cooperate  with
nature.”

But will this plan wark? Is this the
way to genuine happiness? Will it bring
tolerance and harmony? Or will it stir
up racial tensions int race war?

What is God's way—che Bible way—
of solving the problem of racial dif-
ferences?

For the answers to these questions
we must turn t0 the Bible. The Hible
is Guod's revelation of essential knowl-
edge, Tt is God's decision—notr men's
decision—that we want. Whar does He

say !

Did All Races Spring from Adam?

[Tere is a question thar has puzzled
many! Is Adam the father of the Mon-
golian, the Hindu, the Negro and the
White Europcan? Or wos Adam  the
father of only the Nordic people? Are
Negroes and Orientals descendanrs of
"pre Adamites? "

Notice the plain, simple Bible answer:

“The God that made the world and
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MNegro President and students at the Meharry Medical College in Nash-
ville, Tennessee. Over half the Negro doctors in America are graduates
of thig Instirurion, Here Is whot the Negro con accomplish through educa-
tion!

all things therein made of one
[blood] every nation of men to dwell
on all the face of the earch . . . having
determined the bounds of their habita-
rion” (Acrs 17:24-27).

EVERY NATION sprang from one man,
This is a "Thus saith the LORD!" No-
tice T Corinthians 13:45; “The first man
Adam became a living soul” There
were no "pre-Adamites.” Adam was the
first man, From him came Eve. Lve is
"the mother of all living” human beings
(Gen. 3:20).

The Scriprure is plain. All nations
and all races came from Adam. But
what did Adam look like?

Adam was made by God. The God
who made Adam was Jesus Christ. "All
things were made by Him; and with-
our Him was oot snything made chae
was made” (John 1:3). This is speak-
ing of Jesus Christ, the Word, or active
Spokesman of the Father. Mow notice
how Christ made Adam: "And God
said: Let us make man [Adam] in our
image, after our likeness" (Gen, 1:26).
What 15 the meaning of “likeness?” The
facial expression! S50 Adam looked like



Jesus Christ. Adam also looked like God
the Father. God said, "Let US make
man after OUR image.” Both Jesus Christ
and God the Father Jook alike.

When Jesus was on earth 4000 yeats
later, He looked exactly like the Father,
Jesus was "the express image of His
[the Father's] person” (Heb. 1:3). But
Jesus also looked like the average Jew!
Judas had to kiss Jesus in order ro
point Him out among His disciples who
were also Jews (Luke 22:48).

Since Adam looked like Christ and
Christ looked like the average Jew, then
Adam—the first man—must have re-
sembled the Jew. Adam therefore was
a white man as are the Jews! Jews are
not Negroes, as a few colored people
contend. The Jews are Whites.

Here is the testimony of archaeological
science proving the same thing: the
mort “primitive” Western man was
not an ape-like sub-human but exacely
like modern whites! "How are we to
account for this unexpected revelation?”
asked the evolutionist Arthur Keith.
“There are two ways: we may hold
with the majority . . . and simply re-
fuse to believe in the authenticity of
these discoveries because they run con-
trary to our preconception of how and
when modern man was evolved. Or . . .
we may put our preconceptions aside,
and . . . accept the revelations of these
discoveries as facrs, and alter our con-
ception of man's evolution to harmonize
with our facts” (from Antiguiry of Man,
Vol. I, pages 282-3).

Again the testimony of Scripture is
corroborated. The Bible is true. The
first men were “modern”—not sub-hu-
man, and the Bible reveals they were
white! But how are we to account for
the many colors among human beings
today? Why is the Negro black? Why
does the Mongolian have his particular
countenance?

How Races Developed

Let's notice, for a moment, the theory
of evolution. Here is how men try to
explain this mystery!

For tens of thousands of years, we
are told, (notice that the Bible reveals
it was less than G000 years ago) the
African CLIMATE influenced the selec-
tion of color in the skin and hair, and
the shape of the nose and skull of men

inhabiting that region, The fittest and
the blackest survived, say evolutionists,
because they could better withstand the
sun’s rays. Everywhere men in tropical
Africa became constantly blacker, ac-
cording to this theory, just as men in

cooler Europe supposedly became con-
stantly whiter by natural selection!
Proof for this?>—there is none. 1t is only
a theory. It is wishful thinking. IT IS
NOT TRUE.

Climate or other factors in the envi-
ronment may tan one's skin. But this
sun tan &5 not mberited. Acquired char-
acteristics are not inherited. Just because
male Jews are circumcised does not
mean that Jewish boy babies will be
born circumcised! Climate did not cause
the change of color of a Negro's skin to
black. Neicher could natural selection
make a Negro black. Nartural selection
could do no more than choose what al-
ready existed. Darwin's theory of natural
selection can not bring anything new
into existence.

Then how did the races develop rtheir
color?

There are two sources of information
—the Bible and physical science. Notice
first what the Bible tells us. Races differ
not only in color, but in facial features
and in size. Some races tend 1o be shorter
than others. Now notice the first devel-
opment of races in the Bible. The record
is found in Genesis.

A race of dark-complexioned human
beings of gigantic statwre sprang from
Adam before the flood, as well as from
Ham after the flood (Gen. 6:4; Num.
13:33; Deut. 3:11), Thar race of dark-
complexivned Hauitic-lihe giants has
since perished.

But the question is, how did men of
gigantic stature develop from Adam's
family? The Bible says it Aappened.
Those giants came from Adam—all na-
tions came from one man, Adam.

But how?

Many Varieties within ONE Kind

Now consider the laws God set in mo-
tion in nature as discovered by science.
What laws have scienusts found in op-
eration—laws God set in morion—that
gave rise to different races?

Have you ever noticed that all nature
is filled with wvarietier”—varieties of
sheep, or of catle or horses, varieties
of doves, chickens, and geese —or apples,
pears and—well, the list is almost end-
less. Every different KIND is divided
wp nte many separate, distinct vari-
etser. The same is true with human be-



ings. There is only one buman KIND,
but there are many human varieties or
racer

How did all the varieties originate?

God did not separately create each
variety of animal. Adam named every
KIND in a few hours before he saw Eve
—but he couldn’t have named every
variety in a week's time! Neither would
there have been room enough on the ark
of Noah for evety variety. Noah took
in only the Generis KINDS—not every
variety, Then how did the original KIND
—the cattle, for example—divide up in-
1o many distinct varieties?

The answer is very simple. God crea-
ted the cactle kind in the beginning, A
KIND will reproduce after its own kind.
Cattle always reproduce cattle, {This is
just one proof that evolution is impos-
sible.) A KIND will never develop into
a new and different kind—&ws #¢ will
divide wp inio many mew varieties.
That's why there are so many ealors
and sszes in each kind.

God intended that each kind should
reproduce  distinctive  varieties FOR
BEAUTY AND FOR THE SERVICE OF MAN,
Imagine whar kind of world it would be
if we could only eat one variety of apple,
or look at one only variety of rose, or
eat only one variety of fish!

God knew what man needed. He
solved this need in two ways. One, He
purposed that there should be natwral
variations in every creature ov plant. No
rwao things are exactly alike. Two, He
also purposed thar distinct and totally
new varieties should, from time to time,
suddenly develop within an  original
kind, THESE DISTINCT NEW VARIETIES
WE MAY CALL MUTATIONS,

Remember rhese two types of vari-
eties. They are the keys to the difference
between nationality and race. Races are
mutationy, Nativnalicies are, in general,
natural variations.

But what is a2 "mutation?”

Sudden Changes in Nature

A mutation is a sudden change that
occurs in the structure of reproductive
cells of the parent stock, Such a change
may give rise to a new variery. God

planned it to be this way ar creation.

The Negro, ar well ar the Oriental,
it a mutation fram Adam's reock, Bach
is a distince variety of man, The Negro
reproduces after his own likeness, not
after the likeness of Adam, who wasg
white. The Negro is the result of a
change in hereditary factors,

Notice that mutations occur in beredi-
tary units in reproductive cells. That ex-
plains why each dittinct new variety—
the Negro and the Oriental, for example
—reproducer after ity own likeness,
rather than afrer the parent stock. The
new variety has arisen from a change in
beveditary factors,

God ser this law in motion, He
planned that certain limired changes
would occur from time to time in the
reproductive cells of plants, fish, birds
and animals—including man. That is
how the various races or distinctive vari-
eties of human beings arose! It is a
matter of natwral, physical law God ser
in motion af creation.

Negroes, then, are not black because
of Ham'’s sin,

Parent stock always reproduces after
its own kind excepr when a mutation
swddenly appears. That is why the white
parent race of men always reproduces
whites—after its own kind,

But you ask, why do not whites still
reproduce Negroid or Mongoloid muta-
tioms from rime ro rime?

The answer is again found in nature.
Some plants and amimals continually
reproduce mutations, Other &inds, how-
ever, foon exhaust themselves. They can
reproduce oniy a certain namber of mu-
tations, In other words, when all the
possible changes in the reproductive
cells have been expressed in new vari-
cties there are no others lefe to occur,

That is what happened in the case of
man! All the possible racial variarion
which Adam and his immediate de-
scendants were able o reproduce have
already been reproduced. That is proved
by the fact that none are now appear-
ing.

Of course there are visible non-racial
murations still occurring in human be-
ings. Most of these are harmful or are
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This Pigmy from the depths of the
Belgion Congo stolidly sits for a
“"beauty treatment” in the African
jungle. The lines on the face will
become permanent scars.

malformatians, such as the sudden ap-
pearance of six fingers and six toes,
But no new racial mutations are occur-
ring, nor bave they ocewrred in the last
two or three thousand years!

Science, of course, has not been fully
able to discern the divine mystery that
cawser mutatlons or new varieries. How
GREAT indeed is Goed! Even with power-
ful microscopes man cannot clearly see
these changes which somerimes ocour
in reproductive cells of plants or the
lower animals. It is still beyond science
w ledn 'w.{f'; it Lappens, Science cun
discover only rhar it does happen.

Races Before the Flood

Human races arose before the flood.
But how did the racial types pass
through the flood if all were drowned
except Noah's family?

The plain and simple answer is that
all racial types roday developed from the
five strains that passed through the
flood (Gen. 7:7). There were Noah and
his wife—two strains—and the three
wives of the three sons of Noah, mak-
ing five in all. These individuals in-
herived specific wraits which 1hey passed
to you and me today. All nations srose
from these strains.

From Shenm, one of Noall's sons, arose
the white Europeans as well as the
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Not everyone realizes that vast por-
tions of North Africa are inhabit-
ed by non-Negroid Iribes. Here you

sea Abd El Krim, leader of the
Berber Riff tribe in Morocco. The

Sahara—meaning desert in Arabic
—separates these white tribes from
the Negroes of Central Africa.

Arabic Shemites. Shem is also the father
of the brown men of India. Most of
Shem's sons were white.

Japheth produced the Latin people of
Europe and also the major portion of
Russia. From him also sprang the Mon-

goloid types throughour Asia. Over one
half of Japheth’s sons were white—
the others were Mongoloid.

Through Ham many of the light peo-
ple of North Africa arcse. The black
peoples throughour Africa and South-
cast Asia also descended from Ham.
Only two of Ham's four sons were
black.

In this arcicle there is not sufficient
space to trace the families of Noah
mentioned in Genesis 10. Bur a sequel
to this article will trace the migrations
of the people throughour the world. In
this coming article you will learn that
not all black people are Negroes—you
will discover where the American In-
dian came from. No story of fiction
could be more interesting than to rrace
the origin of the nations that exist to-
day.

Color Tends to Predominate

But to return to the races that escaped
the flood in Noah's day. Did you ever
notice that at the rower of Babel about
three quarters of the human families
were WHITE? WHITE was the parent
stock. Only ONE THIRD was NON-
WHITE. BUT TODAY OVER TWO THIRDS
OF THE ENTIRE WORLD 1S NON-
WHITE' The color factor tends to be
predominant over white.

The public marker In Kigezl in Ugundu, Cust Africa. Ecch morning

crowds of natives dressed in hides and carrying baskets of produce
on their heads come to trade. This is an illustration of the primitive life

lead by natives of Africa.
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Now the question arises: why were
the different racial characteristics pres-
ent in Noah's family?

Doesn’t this imply that there must
have been racial intermarriage before
the flood? How else could Noah's three
sons have passed on such divergent
characreristics?

Indeed it does mean that there was
RACIAL INTERMARRIAGE before
the Flood!

That is exactly what brought the flood
upon the world!

Consider. Prior to the flood God did
#ot intervene to separate the races. They
all had one language before the flood.
God left it to men to voluntarily obey
Him. Bur they refused! To continue His
Plan, God chose Noah, an cbedient man.

Noah was "perfect in his generations”
—that is, #n bis ancestry. He came from
a pure stock, He was not only spiritually
“just,” but physically “pertect in his
ancestry”  (Gen. 6:9). Few people
understand this key verse.

Noah's family was of the original
stock—though it seems that at least two
of Noah's sons married women who
were racial mixtures,

Nortice: “For just as it was in the days
of Noah, so shall be it in the day when
the Son of Man comerth. For as in those

Zulu Magress from Sauth Afrien grinding
“mpupu” or flour en a sloping flat stone.
The flour falls onto a grass mat, is then
emptied inte basket and ready for use.
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days before the flood, they were eating
and drinking, MARRYING AND GIVING
IN MARRIAGE, till the day thar Noah
entered into the ark, and they knew not
uncil the food came, and ook all
away" (Mar. 24:37-38).

One of the SINS that led to the flood
involved not only eating and drinking
the wrong things, bur MARRYING AND
GIVING IN MARRIAGE! Martiage in itself
is noe wrong. So this must have nvolved
the WRONG KIND OF MARRIAGE.
Now turn to Genesis, chapter 6.

“The sons of God [not angels, but
men] saw the daughters of men that
they were fair; and they took them wives
whomsoever they chose and the
carth was corrupt before God, and the
carth WAS FILLED WITH VIOLENCE . , |

for all FLESH had corrupted His way
upon the earth” ( Verse 2,11-12).

VIOLENCE filled the earth—very
likely RACIAL VIOLENCE!

It may well have resulted from inter-
marriage between races. Men chose
whatever women pleased them. They did
not ask (sod's advice or counsel ‘Lhey
freely intermarried with those of other
races, when they knew they should not
have done so! God sent the flood to save
the human race from itself!

Immediately after the flood the same
rin developed. This is recorded in Gene-
sis 11, The racial stocks at the Tower
of Babel wanted to racially intermix.
Leading rthe rebellion at Babel were
Semiramis or Ishtar, a white woman,
and her husband Nimrod, a black Cush-

ite. Nimrod, of course, was nos a Negro.
Nimrod came from Cush, but Cush is
not the farher of the Negroes. Cush be-
gat the black people scattered through-
out Southern Asia and into East Africa.
Cush means black in Hebrew. The Ne-
groes  descended  from  Phut, Cush’s
brother,

Guod pur a quick end to this act of
rebellion. He intervened. He confounded
or confused the languages so that each
ravial and narional stock would chere-
after remain separate. This whole ac-
count is made plain in Genesis 11, You
should sead the entire chaprer when you
finish this arcicle.

Very few realize that the flood came
wpon tbe world becawse uf racial inrer-
marriage. The world has forgotten that
fact. Today they are trying to repeat the

same mistake. "As it was in the days of
Noah, so rhall it be in the day when
the Son of Man"—Christ—"cometh.”
Now let’s understand why God inter-
vened at Babel to segregate the races.

God Separates the Races

God always allows men to obey Him
voluntarily. After the flood He allowed
men 1o voluntarily refrain from inter-
marrying between the races. "Remember
the days of old"—just prior 0 Babel=—
“when the Most High gave the narions
THEIR INHERITAMCE, when He SsEP-
ARATED the children of men. He set the
borders of the peoples” (Deut. 32:7-8).
We already read in Acts 17:26 that God
derermined “the bounds of theit habita-
tion.”

God gave the narions their separate

inheritances. Most people would not
rake their own inheritance. They wanted
o intermarry after the flood and make
their own kind of ONE WORLD.

They could have had one world then,
with one language, IF THEY HAD BEEN
OBEDIENT. Bur the people rebelled. They
were not satisfied with separate inheri-
rances. They did not want to be segre-
gated. "So the Lord scartered them
abroad from thence"—from Babel—
“upon the face of all the earth. There-
fore was the name of it called Babel;
because the Lord did then confound the
languages of all the earth” (Gen. 11:8-
93. And whart are the people trying to do
today?—the same thing that God pue
4 St0p to at Babel! Why won't we learn
our lessons!

Now we come to another startling



fact. Most people do not know the
difference berween "segregation” and
“discrimination.”

Segregation Is NOT Discrimination

As it is used roday, the word diserim-
snation means evil tremment of individ-
uals because of race, creed or color. Dis-
crimination is a sim/ We are o help
people, not treat them evilly. Segrega-
tion is #o¢ discrimination. Segregation
means separation. Separation is nor dis-
crimination! Discrimination has often
been mislabeled “segregation.” If men
had followed God's ways in the first
place, and if each race would have re-
tained its own inheritance, there would
be no discrimination today. If men had
followed God's ways in the first place,
and if each race would have retained its
own inheritance, there would be no dis-
crimination today.

God separated the races ac Babel. In
other words, God segregated the races
socially and geographically at Babel.
What they would not voluntarily do, He
forced them to do, GOD IS THE
AUTHOR OF SEGREGATION. But
God is no respector of persons. He does
not diteriminate. He gave His own Son
for the whole worldi—no matter what
one's color is.

How We Become ONE in Christ

True segregation would sever lead 1o
discrimination. In America, as a result
of slavery, there is geographic integra-
tion—not total segregation—and  dis-
crimination is the inevitable result! God
segregated the races geograpbically at
Babel—to keep the world from discrimi-
nating because of race and color. True
geographic segregation would have pre-
vented discrimination.

DISCRIMINATION IS A RESULT OF
GEOGRAPHIC INTEGRATION! It is not a
result of Biblical segregation. Man's at-
tempt to wipe our discrimination by ed-
ucational and social integration is merely
sticring up move trouble! It will never
solve the problem. God knew this long
ago! That is why He segregated the
races geographically in the first place.

It seems that neither Whites nor
Negroes have ever really understood this
MOST IMPORTANT detniton of Biblical
segregation. Biblical scgregation begins
with GEOGRAPHIC SEPARATION,

The experience of the Negro proves
that when you violate this principle and
integrate the Negro geographically you
introduce  discrimination. Geographic
integration in Egypt led to racial dis-
crimination against Israel in the time of
Moses {Exodus 1). God put an end to
discrimination by separating or segre-
gating Israel!

Many fail to understand this simple
distincrion berween segregation and dis-
crimination. This is usually due to mis-
understanding Paul's statement in Gal-
atians 3:28: “"There is neither Jew not
Greek, there is neither bend nor free,
there is neither male nor female: for ye
are all one in Christ Jesus.”

What does it mean to be "ONE 1N
CHRIST JESUS™?

Notice that Paul is speaking of being
divided outside of Christ, but wnited or
one in Christ,

Does it mean we cease to be males
or females any longer? Of course not!
Christians are still male and female in
Christ—after conversion! Christians may
still be racially Greeks or Jews—or
Whires or Negroes—after conversion.
The color of one's skin does not change
upon conversion. Then whar is it that
makes us one after conversion?

Turn to James 3:16: "For where
cnvying and strife is, there is confusion
and every evil work.” Did you notice
that? Where there is jealousy, strite and
envy, there is division and confusion!

Outside of Christ males and females
are envious and jealous of one another.
Outside of Christ freemen and bondmen
are striving with each other.

Outside of Christ there 15 discrimina-
tion between White and Colored. But
in Christ our ATTITUDES are, through
conversion, to become UNE!

It is our ATTITUDE thar changes at
conversion! We all develop ome atti-
tude of mind—the actitude of love,
which means OBEDIENCE To GOD'S
LAWS, “Love is the fulfiliing of the law”
(Kom. [3:10).

Men and women are one in Christ, but
Paul did not permit a woman ro teach
or usurp authority, God's law  com-
manded that! Whites and Colored are
one in Christ, ¢ we shall notice shore-
ly that God's law commands then nol
to mix socially or o iutermairy,

Due to migration and slavery Colored

and W hiter sometimer met in the New
Testament Church together—as we read
in Acts 13:1: "Now in the Church at
Antioch were prophets and teachers,
both Barnabas and Simeon, who wars
called Niger [the Greek word for Ne-
gro}, and Lucius . . " Simeon was 2
Negro in the Church at Antioch. Ne-
groes could meet with Whites in the
New Testament Charch,

God told Peter o “mate no distinc-
tion' spiritwally, in matters of church
worship, over Genriles in the Church
{Acts 11:12). This was a hard lesson
for Peter to learn (Gal. 2:12). Bur
roctal fellowship, apart from religious
fellowship, was nor permirted! Here is
the proof!

God's Law Forbids Intermarriage!

Consider what God specifically says
about social fellowship and interracial
marriage. Speaking to lsraelites about
the sons of Canaan, the son of Ham,
God said: "Neither shalt thou make
marriages with them: thy daughter thou
shalt not give unto his son, nor his
daughter shalt thou take unto thy son”
(Deut. 7:3).

God did not want them to mix social-
ly or ro intermarry. The religion of the
Canaanites was also involved, as well
as their race. Marrying outside of one's
religion is as bad if not worse than
marrying outside of one of the primary
races.

Notice God's command through Gov-
ernor Nehemiah: “In those days also
saw I the Jews that had married women
of Ashod, of Ammon, and of Moab;
and their children spoke half in the
speech of Ashod {a Philistine city] and
could not speak in the Jews' language
... And I contended with them . . Ye
shall not give your daughters unto their
sons, nor take their daughters for your
sons, or for yourselves. Did not Solomon
king of Israel S5IN by these things . . .
Shall we then hearken unto you to do
all this greac evil, w bieak faith with
our God in marrying foreign women?”
{ Nehemiah 13:23-27}.

Here again God scesses the same
principle. It is wrong ro mix socially or
to intermarry between the races. Despite
his wisdun, Solowwon sinsed by doing
so. He married the daughter of Pharoah,
an Egyptian,


















