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“Hasn’t Science Dispelled the Ancient Myth about God

Creating the World and Shaping People?”
Various Texts

Did God create everything that we see? It is part of the “Tough Questions and Real Answers” series or focus. The series was intended for three reasons. For some, it will help you find faith. A lot of these questions have become road blocks to faith for some people and the hope is that we will remove those for you, to help open the possibility of faith in your life. For most, though, I think this series will confirm or affirm what you already believe. It is nice to know that your faith is reasonable, that you are not lacking, you are not far off, that there is real tangible evidence for it. For others, it will help defend your faith. 1 Peter 3:15 calls us to “always be prepared to give an answer to everyone who asks you to give a reason for the hope that is within you” -note, “to give a reason.” It is important to give a reason for our faith to help those who are struggling with intellectual barriers to placing their faith in God. That is the intent here – to equip us all with reasons to believe. 
Evolution is our topic because many people in our society, many of your children, many grandchildren, lost their faith in high school due to the advocacy of evolution by a science professor or a science teacher. Michael Denton chronicles this in the book “Evolution: A Theory in Crisis.” “As far as Christianity was concerned, the advent of the theory of evolution was catastrophic. The decline in religious belief can probably be attributed more to the propaganda and advocacy of the intellectual and scientific community than anything else or any other factor.” Richard Dawkins says, “It made it possible to be an intellectually fulfilled atheist.” Well a lot has happened in the last 30 to 50 years. A lot has happened since you and I were in a high school science class and the pendulum has swung. The evidence has shifted so that people are saying things like “Darwinism is a dead theory” or things like “the evidence for intelligent design is overwhelming.” Again Michael Denton writes this (I do not believe he is a Christian but he says this): “Evolutionary theory is still as it was in Darwin’s day - a highly speculative hypothesis entirely without direct factual support.” That is interesting. Is there proof for the claim that God makes in Scripture: Psalm 19:1 says, “The heavens declare the glory of God, the sky proclaims the work of his hands,”  and Romans 1:20 says, “For since the creation of the world God’s invisible qualities, His power and divine nature have been clearly seen so that men are without excuse”? Are these claims substantiated? God says if you study my creation you will see my fingerprints. Well, can you? God almost throws down the gauntlet and challenges us to study creation and see if His fingerprints are all over it. He almost challenges us to study creation and see for ourselves, and many have done it. 
What are the results? As you look at creation without prejudice, without theological or philosophical leanings, whose fingerprints are all over it? Is it chance, or is it a creator? Is it chaos, or is it design? Is it randomness, or is it the reality of God? We are going to take a look at that. Will you pray with me first?
[prayer]
Well what does science say today? There is new evidence- a lot that has happened in the last 30 years. So much so that, again, people are saying that Darwinism is a dead theory, it is in crisis. Now when I talk about evolution I am talking about macro-evolution. I am not talking about micro-evolution. Micro evolution is simply the belief that basic organism within their own species can have variations. There is, for instance, what Darwin noticed on the Galapagos Islands, a variation within finches. That is true and there is no getting around it. There is no need to get around it because Scripture also says the same thing. It says in Genesis 1:21 that God created “according to their kind” and they replicated “according to their kind,” meaning within their species. So there is no conflict in saying that there is a variation within species. 
What Darwinism proposes is that simple species evolved into more complex species. Does the evidence show that? At one time people pointed to the fossil record to support Darwinism. It used to be evolution’s strong suit. Today the fossil record is pointing in the opposite direction…in favor of the Biblical account recorded in Genesis. What you see in the fossil record is that there is a long period of time where there was no life, then all of a sudden life just burst forth (in the Cambrian explosion). It just happens very suddenly. Then, after a certain point, there are no new species. There have been no new species created for a very long time. Then you see the beginning of an extinction rate. Again, it fits well with Scripture in that Scripture says that God created, and God created in stages, and at a certain point he created life -life exploded on the scene! Then God stopped, He rested; no new species were formed. Then, in Genesis 3, death comes into the world and you see the process of extinction or decay. So Scripture and the fossil record agree with each other, so much so that David Rabbi, who is the curator of the Field Museum of Natural History of Chicago says: “We are now about 120 years after Darwin and our knowledge of the fossil record has expanded to over one quarter of a million fossil species, but we have found fewer and fewer examples of evolution in transition than we did in Darwin’s day.” Darwinian evolution predicts that when you look at the fossil record you should discover multitudes of transitory figures or transition figures. Well, we’ve studied the fossil record and there are no transitional species.. There just aren’t any, and the ones that they once purposed to have discovered weren’t transitional at all. 

The second evidence against Darwinism as an explanation for creation is the discovery that the universe is expanding. That was discovered in 1980 by NASA scientists. Again you find the same thing in Scripture. Psalm 104:2 says this, “He wraps Himself in light as a garment; He stretches out the heavens like a tent.” You will find this in Scripture in many places -Job 9:8, Isaiah 42:5. What does it mean? Well, if the universe is expanding, and if you take it in reverse and bring it back in, what it says is that creation had a starting point, it had a beginning. Darwin requires that matter is eternal. Carl Sagan, and every noted evolutionist, says that it takes billions of years for things to be created through  natural processes. It takes billions and billions of years. NASA scientists discovered that the universe (now I am not going to get into the new earth-young earth-old earth discussion. Let’s just take science’s numbers).  Based on the expansion rate, if you reverse it, they figure that the universe is about 5 billion years old. The majority of that time the earth was cooling, so the window of opportunity for life to begin narrows to about 400 million years (the earth spent much of its time cooling to a temperature that was right to support life. Too hot, and life can not exist; and too cold, and the same is true. It had to be a certain temperature), which makes Darwin’s evolution impossible. They need billions and billions of years. There is just no way around it. There have been other theories to get around the problem, but all of them have just not worked.
 Another evidence against natural processes is “irreducible complexity.” Darwin himself said, “If you can prove something in creation that cannot be explained by adaptation and mutation then my theory falls apart.” Well Michael Behe has written a book, “Darwin’s Black Box.”  He has thrown down the gauntlet in the area of biology  and has challenged the science community to disprove his research. He has discovered that there are many systems, many biological systems, that do not breakdown. You break it down to a point, but you get to a point where things cannot break down. It reduces down to a certain point and it reduces no more. When you reduce biological life to its essential elements what you come up with is a picture of a machine. A lot of these little tiny particles are little machines. 
Hugh Ross writes in “Creator and the Cosmos” that a Japanese team has found an enzyme that when reduced down to its basic elements (and you can’t reduce it down any more) is a rotary engine which is 8 billionths by 10 billionths by 10 billionths meters big (or small you could say). It is complete with an engine block, a drive shaft and three pistons. It is an incredibly complex machine, without which the enzyme could not exist and there is no way to explain how it evolved. So when we reduce biological life it becomes what we call irreducible complexity - it is still very complex, it looks like a machine. When you look at a machine you would say that it’s designed, that someone has made it.

 The Achilles heal of Darwinism, though, is the origin of life. Again, there are many theories trying to explain it and all of them by the best accounts, all of them still fail. In fact you know Darwinism is in crisis when their best scientists (like Francis Crick, the discoverer of DNA) are starting to say or explain creation by claiming that seeds from another civilization floated down to the earth and planted itself here. The problem with this is, you still have the problem of sequencing and  you still have the problem with building simple organisms. 
Another explanation is that (and you find this in movies, Contact, Mars, The Red Planet) aliens came and planted life on earth. Again these are very, very smart, top-of-the-line scientists coming up with these theories. Now what is the difference between saying an alien came and started our world, versus saying an alien – God – did it.  God, an intelligent being over and above everything created what we see today. There is just not much of a leap between these two beliefs. 
How is a cell formed? If you were to explain how a cell is formed  naturally, just one cell, here is what it takes. First, you need amino acids. Amino acids are the building block for life. There are 80 different types of amino acids, only 20 of them are found in living organisms. So somehow you have to get rid of or keep the other 60 from combining with these 20. Then you take these 20 that have to be linked together in a right sequence. The problem, of course, is junk molecules that gum up the works. Somehow you have to keep molecules that you don’t want to become combined with these 20 amino acids from combining with them. Now you can do this in a science lab, but you can only do it through the intervention of an intelligent being, the scientist, who is working through the experiment, trying to get things to happen his way or her way. It does not happen through natural processes. It doesn’t happen through randomness. Not only do you need all these things, but there are left-handed and right-handed amino acids, and only left-handed ones work. So you have to make sure only left handed ones combine. Left handed amino acids must also have peptide bonds. There are other types of bonds, but only peptide ones work. So you have to make sure that only left-handed amino acids with peptide bonds combine and in an exacting sequence in order to create one protein. Now, it takes 200 proteins, again connected in the correct sequence with the right functions, to create one living cell. We haven’t even gotten to combining cells or creating simple life forms, let alone complex life forms.. Mathematicians say the odds of forming one cell naturally are equal to a tornado whipping through a junk yard and assembling a fully functioning Boeing 747 with gas. The probability is astronomical. We are talking about one cell, let alone a complex organism.
 The guidance system for sequencing proteins is DNA. What is DNA? DNA has a 4 alphabet chemical code which is about 6 ft. long in every cell. It looks like a computer program. Where did the information come from? How do you explain it naturally? If every DNA is packed with this code which guides the sequence, where does it come from? Human experience says that if you find writing, any writing, whether it is on a cave wall or in sand, SOS, or in a novel, you can conclude that someone intelligent had to write it. It comes from an intelligent being. When NASA points satellites into the air and they listen, all they are getting is static, but if they were to get any pattern of speech communication, just one line, the conclusion would be that there is intelligent life out there. Well what about the DNA? It has a written code like a computer program. It is a communication; it is speech. Isn’t it reasonable to say that it was created or written by an intelligent being or intelligent life? In fact the conclusions from Klaus Dose, the leading expert in biochemistry, says, “More than thirty years of experimentation on the origin of life in the fields of chemistry and molecular evolution have lead to a better perception of the immensity of the problem of the origin of life on earth rather than to its solution. At present all discussion on principal theories and experiments in this field either end in stalemate or in the confession of ignorance.” Meaning it has come to a dead end. At one time Time Magazine called Darwin Evolution “one of the greatest scientific theories of all time.” Thirty years after that statement, it is at a dead end. 
But there is a new field that has opened up, the new field is intelligent design. A lot of scientists who were former atheists, in looking at the universe, have discovered that things are pointing in a different direction, that the fingerprints of God are on creation. The evidence is overwhelming. Some of the evidence, we already talked about: 1) Irreducible complexity, that the smallest particles that can’t be reduced anymore, still look like machines. They look like they have been built by an intelligent being.  2) DNA is a language, a code that guides sequencing; again it has as much information as the 30 volumes of the Encyclopedia Britannia.  3) The big bang theory indicates that there is an impossible window for natural processes. If you were at home in your bedroom at night and you heard a little bang, you would look for a cause. Something caused that little bang in your home and you would go searching for it. Well, what about a big bang in the cosmos? Wouldn’t you say it is reasonable that that too requires a cause, a cause that should be searchable? 
Science itself is evidence for intelligent design in that science requires the ability to control variables. If you live in a world that is completely by chance it would be impossible to study the universe because everything would be by chance. You couldn’t control any variable. But do we live in such a universe? No, we live in a universe that has laws, order and predictability, which fits the God of the Bible who is a law-giver, who is not capricious, who acts consistently within his nature and who brings order. 
Another evidence for intelligent design is the Anthropic Principal. The Anthropic Principal is also referred to as “fine tuning.” When you look at the earth and the cosmos, you discover that it is incredibly fine-tuned to allow life to take place on planet earth. Now let me give you three examples of fine-tuning.   1) The rate of expansion of the universe is just right to produce all the stars and planets necessary to permit the existence of life on earth. Now this is not my quote, this is a science quote and I have no idea what it means. Mary Jo, my helper, wrote this one, “The value of cosmic mass density must be fine tuned to one part in 1060” which means take 10 and add 60 zeros. The value of space energy density must be fine tuned to better than one part in 10120.    2) The age of the universe is perfect, life requires a middle-aged universe, any younger or any older and life could not exist on earth.   3) The electro- magnetic force relative to gravity if tweaked one part in 1040you know forty zeros, higher or lower, more or less, and life could not exist. 
There are thirty of these parameters that all together have been fine tuned. Now 10 120 makes no sense to me. Someone illustrated 1060 to me. It means this: If you take North America and you dump dimes over the entire face ofit, and you piled them as high as the moon, and you put one red dime in it, then you throw someone into that pile who is blindfolded and they reach in their hand into the pile of dimes and pull out that one red dime on the first try, that is 10 with 60 zeros after it (1060).  That’s just one parameter and there are 30 parameters that are fine-tuned close to that, or even more fine tuned than that. As a result British physicist, Paul Davies, says (and again, one time he promoted atheism): “There is, for me, powerful evidence that there is something going on behind it all. It seems as though somebody has fine-tuned nature’s numbers to make the universe. The impression of design is overwhelming.” Cosmologist Edward Harrison says this: “Here is the cosmological proof for the existence of God - the fine tuning of the universe provides prima-facie evidence of deistic design.” Take your choice: blind chance that requires multiple universes, or design that requires only one. Many scientists, many scientists, when they admit their views, incline towards design. In Psalm 19:1, “The skies proclaim the work of God’s hands, His fingerprints are on creation.” 
Then there is the issue (and yes there are hundreds of issues. I picked 4 or 5) of consciousness, feelings, reason, and contemplation. J.P. Moreland summarizes this argument very well. He says this:  “You know you can’t get something from nothing. If the universe began with dead inanimate matter having no conscience or no conscious, then how did we get something very totally different? We get consciousness, living, thinking. A being that ponders itself has feelings. How do you get this from inanimate chemicals?” How do you explain it? How do you explain human emotion? What use is it? Sometimes our emotions get in our way. It can cause the strongest amongst us to no longer survive because we are out trying to save the weaker, putting our lives on the line, which is what Christ has done for us.  When scientists just look at creation without theological bent, and ask themselves the question, “Okay, if I looked just at nature and I studied it, what kind of God created such a nature?” Here is what they find, as one scientist put it: 

· “The creator had to be, of course, a creator.” Again this is consistent with Scripture. There is a creator, and Scripture says (Genesis 1:1), “In the beginning God created.”

· This creator was uncaused and timeless. Psalm 90:2 says, “Before the mountains were born or you brought forth the earth in the world from everlasting to everlasting you are God.” 
· God had to be immaterial because only an immaterial being could create material. John 4:24 says “God is Spirit.” Psalm 104:24 says “O Lord in wisdom you made everything, the earth is full of your creatures.”
·  The creator had to be incredibly powerful. Genesis 17:1 says, “I am God Almighty.” 
· The creator was caring. Psalm 33:5 says, “The earth is full of His unfailing love.”
·  The creator was omnipresent. 1 King 8:27 says, “The heavens, even the highest heavens, cannot contain You.” 
· The creator was purposeful. Colossians 1:16 says, “Everything God has started in Him and finds its purpose, its existence in Him.”  
The evidence for intelligent design is overwhelming. Patrick Glynn who represents one of many scientists who started out as advocates of Darwinism and an atheist, but has recently placed his faith in the God of the Bible due to his scientific research, explains what led him to faith in Christ, “Today the concrete data points strongly in the direction of the God hypothesis. Those who wish to oppose it have no testable theory to marshal only speculation about an unseen universes spun from fertile scientific imagination. Ironically the picture of the universe bequeath to us by the most advanced twentieth century science is closer in spirit to the vision presented in the book of Genesis than anything offered by science since Copernicus.”

 Evolutionist Robert Jastrow, an astrophysicist who remains an agnostic said, “For the scientist who has lived by his faith in the power of reason, the story ends like a bad dream. He has scaled the mountains of ignorance, he is about to conquer the highest peak. As he pulls himself over the final rock, he is greeted by a band of theologians who have been sitting there for centuries.” 
Let’s pray. 
