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In an increasingly secular society, many people 
today, especially those in public school or higher 
education, face intense pressure to reject belief in 
God. In most colleges and universities, especially 
in the Western world, a great many young men and 
women who start out believing in God will eventu-

ally end up denying His existence. They are not prepared 
for the barrage of arguments from textbooks and classes 
taught by atheist and agnostic teachers. 

What can be done to avoid such tragic results? One 
key element is to educate and equip yourself and young 
people with arguments and answers to counter the  

attacks against belief in God they will encounter. 

What does the evidence show?
Ironically, as scientific discovery has progressed, the 

evidence for God’s existence has actually grown stronger 
rather than weaker, although most of the media and edu-
cational institutions will not readily admit it. One excep-
tion was a recent article in The New York Times’ opinion 
page, where Ross Douthat made the case that there are 
“important ways in which the progress of science and the 
experience of modernity have strengthened the reasons 
to entertain the idea of God” (“A Guide to Finding Faith,” Ph
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Is it possible to know whether God is real? Can we know for sure? Yes we can!  
We only need to examine the evidence and accept what it clearly reveals. 

by Mario Seiglie

GOD, SCIENCE
& THE BIBLE

Seven  
Scientific
Proofs of 

God
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Aug. 14, 2021, emphasis added 
throughout).

He explains: “The great project of 
modern physics, for instance, has led 
to speculation about a multiverse in 
part because it has repeatedly con-
firmed the strange fittedness of our 
universe to human life. If science 
has discredited certain specific ideas 
about how God structured the natural 
world, it has also made the mathemat-
ical beauty of physical laws, as well as 

their seeming calibration for the emer-
gence of life, much clearer to us than 
they were to people 500 years ago.” 

Intelligent Design pioneer Dr. 
Stephen Meyer, discussed elsewhere 
in this issue, adds: “The major 
developments in science in the past 
five decades have been running in 
a strongly theistic direction. Science, 
done right, points toward God” 
(quoted by Lee Strobel, The Case for 
a Creator, 2004, p. 77).

It’s vital to have faith in God’s exis-
tence (Hebrews 11:6). Yet this is not 
a blind faith, but one that’s based on 
clear evidence in creation all around 
us (Romans 1:20).

Scientists might be reluctant to 
admit it, but they are finding it harder 
to deny the overall picture of a careful-
ly designed and purposeful universe. 

Douglas Ell, an MIT graduate in 
math and physics who also holds a 
law degree, was previously a longtime 
skeptic about God. Yet no longer. He 
explains in his 2014 book Counting 
to God: A Personal Journey Through 
Science to Belief why he now accepts 
the existence of God: “Modern science 
has revealed a universe of absolute 
wonder. Wonder in the sense of awe, 
astonishment, surprise, and admira-
tion. Wonder in what caused our uni-
verse to come into being; wonder in 
why our universe is designed just right 
for life, wonder in how the incredible 

complexity of even the simplest life 
could possibly have arisen. 

“Each year brings new scientific 
evidence of wonder, facts for which 
there are essentially no explana-
tions without God, no believable way 
around the wonder. Contrary to what 
you may have read, and contrary to 
what you may believe, science and 
religion are converging on wonder. 
The universe is a marvel to behold, 
and both scientists and religious 

believers are in awe of its magnificent 
design” (pp. 13-14).

Ell published a newer book in 2020 
titled Proofs of God: A Conversation 
Between Reason and Doubt. Though 
written for teens and young adults, its 
clear and compelling case for a Cre-
ator is highly recommended to all.  

The evidence for intelligent cre-
ation continues to mount. Here we’ll 
look at seven scientific findings that 
prove the existence of God. 

1. Science has discovered ample 
evidence that the universe had  
a beginning.

The scientific consensus 100 years 
ago was that the universe was eternal. 
This idea began to unravel with the 
implications of Albert Einstein’s 
Theory of Relativity back in 1916, 
where his equations pointed to an 
expanding universe. Yet he didn’t 

like that outcome and so added a 
constant to his equation that nullified 
the expansion. Later, he admitted it 
had been the biggest mathematical 
blunder in his life.

Then in 1929 astronomer Edwin 
Hubble affirmed he saw galaxies 
expanding outward, which meant 
they had been much closer together 
in the past. Einstein, intrigued, 
wanted to see the evidence for 
himself and in 1931 he visited the 

Mt. Wilson Observa-
tory in Los Angeles, 
Calif. Einstein peered 
through the telescope, 
examined the evidence 
and then concluded, “I 

now see the necessity of a beginning.” 
This started a change in the scientific 
attitude toward the cosmos.

Decades after, in 1965, two U.S. sci-
entists detected the remnants of the 
initial burst of energy of the creation 
event typically called the “Big Bang.” 
They both won a Nobel Prize in 
physics. One of them, Arno Penzias, 
later declared, “The best data we have 
[about the Big Bang] are exactly what 
I would have predicted had I noth-
ing to go on but the first five books  
of Moses, the Psalms and the Bible  
as a whole” (“Clues to Universe Ori-
gin Expected,” The New York Times, 
March 12, 1978, p. 1).

With the evidence at hand, what  
was written in Genesis 1:1 truly 
shocked many scientists by its 
accuracy: “In the beginning, God 
created the heavens and the earth.” 
Here it says the universe of matter 
and energy appeared at a certain 
point in time and was all created by a 
Supreme Creator who existed before 
all of this happened. It was a huge 
proof of God’s existence, with no real 
alternative explanations for a universe 
that, according to modern physics, 
appeared out of nothing. 

2. Science has found the universe 
to be fine-tuned for life.

Almost 50 years ago, in 1973, cos-
mologist Brandon Carter found that 

“Each year brings new scientific evidence of wonder, 
facts for which there are essentially no explanations 
without God, no believable way around the wonder.”
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the independent constants or laws in 
physics have one highly unusual char-
acteristic in common—they are pre-
cisely the values needed to establish and 
sustain a universe capable of producing 
life. This is another enormous and vir-
tually uncontested proof for a universe 
that has been carefully designed.

Scientists have found some 30 con-
stants or laws of physics that govern 
the universe. All are unrelated to 
each other and yet are finely tuned 
to incredible proportions to make 
life possible. The evidence points to 
“Someone” spending a lot of time 
tuning all of these laws so they would 
work in unison. 

Remarkably, the Bible revealed 
this truth long before any scientist 
discovered these facts. As Jeremiah 
33:25 states, “But I, the Lord, have a 
covenant with day and night, and I 
have made the laws that control earth 
and sky” (Good News Translation). 

3. Scientists can’t explain the 
origin of life and its genetic code 
apart from an Originator.

Contrary to what many have been 
led to believe, scientists have no realis-
tic explanation for how life arose. 

Even the famous atheist and evo-
lutionist Richard Dawkins admitted 
regarding the appearance of life, 
“Nobody knows how it happened” 
(Climbing Mount Improbable, 1996, 
p. 282). Furthermore, one of the dis-
coverers of the DNA code, the atheist 
Francis Crick, concluded, “An honest 
man, armed with all the knowledge 
available to us now, could only state 
that in some sense, the origin of life 
appears at the moment to be almost 
a miracle, so many are the conditions 
which would have had to have been 
satisfied to get it going” (Life Itself: Its 
Origin and Nature, 1981, p. 88).

In the last 60 years, biologists have 
found that life began with an enor-
mous amount of precise information 

already embedded in the cell. The 
human genome alone is a molecule 
with approximately 3 billion genetic 
letters, all precisely ordered to give 
instructions to the cell. Moreover, 
scientists have never found inorganic 
matter to create a coded system of 
information and the machinery to 
interpret it. From the most primi-
tive cells to human beings, all have 
the same basic operating system of 
mind-boggling complexity, with 
codes, transmitters and receivers all 
working together. 

In addition, the origin of life puzzle 
has a “chicken-and-egg question”—
which came first, the chicken or the 
egg? In this case, to get life to occur, 
you need both the complete genetic 
code and the proteins—the machine 
parts—that read the code and build 
new proteins. Without the code, you 
can’t build proteins. And without 
proteins, you can’t process the code. 
So how could both have arisen at the 
same time?

4. Science has proven that bio-
logical life runs by millions of 
exquisitely programmed “robotic 
machines.” 

To understand what is happening 
inside a cell, a good illustration is 
picturing a large city teeming with 
life and movement. 

Biochemist Michael Denton  
describes the cell this way: “To grasp 
the reality of life as it has been revealed 
by molecular biology, we must magnify 
a cell a billion times until it is twenty 
kilometers in diameter and resembles 
a giant airship large enough to cover 
a great city like London or New York. 
What we would then see would be an 
object of unparalleled complexity and 
adaptive design . . . 

“We would see around us, in every 
direction we looked, all sorts of 
robot-like machines. We would notice 
that the simplest of the functional 
components of the cell, the protein 
molecules, were astonishingly com-
plex pieces of molecular machinery, 
each one consisting of about three 
thousand atoms arranged in highly 
organized 3-D spatial conformation. 

“We would wonder even more as 
we watched the strangely purposeful 
activities of these weird molecular 
machines, particularly when we real-
ized that, despite all our accumulated Ph
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From the most primitive cells to human  
beings, all have the same basic operating 
system of mind-boggling complexity. 

GOD, SCIENCE
& THE BIBLE
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knowledge of physics and chemis-
try, the task of designing one such 
molecular machine—that is one single 
functional protein molecule—would 
be completely beyond our capacity at 
present” (Evolution: A Theory in Crisis, 
1986, p. 329).

This is why biochemists have a 
hard time believing and explaining 
that blind evolution can construct 
such machinery—and get all the 
parts to function together from 
the start. Additionally, to keep the 
human body functioning, biologists 
calculate that “about 330 billion cells 
are replaced daily, equivalent to about  
1 percent of all our cells” (Mark 
Fischetti, “Our Bodies Replace Bil-
lions of Cells Every Day,” Scientific 
American, April 1, 2021). 

“We take life for granted,” adds 
Douglas Ell, “because it is every-
where. Our planet is overrun by 
biological machines. There are at least 
10 million different types (species) of 
machines; some estimate that tens of 
millions of other types (species) have 
not yet been discovered . . . 

“Coordinated systems allow blue 
whales to dive thousands of feet 
below sea level without being crushed 
and sing complex songs that travel 
across oceans. Other systems allow 
bees to do a dance that tells other 
bees where to find the best sources of 
pollen. There are systems for hid-
ing, systems for fighting, systems 
for reproducing, systems for getting 
food, systems for communicating, 
and so on” (Counting to God, p. 110). 

Such discoveries show that every-
thing about life is programmed to the 
last detail and that virtually nothing 
has been left to chance. Does this 
exquisite design point to evolution  
or to God? The answer is obvious.

5. Science has found the earliest 
evidence of life to be of great 
variety, fully formed and without 
transitions.

Though Darwin titled his book 
On the Origin of Species by Means 
of Natural Selection, he was never 

able to substantiate that assump-
tion. Many people assume that the 
theory of evolution, with its countless 
mutations and natural selection as 
the means of change, can account for 
the origin and development of all the 
living things on this planet. 

Yet this is sleight of hand, since 
evolution can account for microevolu-
tion, or changes within a species (such 
as dogs of varying sizes, shapes and 
colors), but not macroevolution, or 
changes from one kind of creature to 
another. Natural selection can tell you 
something about the survival of the 
species, but nothing about the arrival 
of the species. It certainly cannot 
trace the origin of the approximately 
10 million species on earth. These are 
classified into some 33 main body 
types or phyla, such as sponges, 
worms, insects and mammals. 

Darwin predicted that as more of 
the fossil record was uncovered, it 
would show types of species gradu-
ally appearing, beginning with one 
or a few, and then multiplying from 
simple to more complex life forms. 
He wrote, “If numerous species . . . 
have really started into life at once, 
the fact would be fatal to the theory 
of evolution through natural selec-
tion” (Origin of Species, 1859, p. 305). 
Yet that is precisely what has been 
found—major body types appearing 
at what’s considered the beginning 
of the fossil record rather than in 
deposits laid down later. 

Scientists call this “the Cambrian 
Explosion,” referring to major types of 
plants and animals suddenly appearing 

fully formed in that fossil 
layer. This is the oppo-
site of what Darwin and 
evolutionists had claimed 
would be found—and 
they have no real explana-
tion or answers. Of the 
33 main body types, 23 of 
them (or 70%) appear at 
the recognized beginning 
stage of the fossil record.

What we are talking 
about here, by analogy, 

would be like finding together such 
different inventions as a washing 
machine, a refrigerator, a bicycle, a 
car and an airplane. Although they do 
have some features in common, they 
have very distinct functions and pur-
poses. Similarly, the major types of 
creatures found in the Cambrian lay-
er, such as sponges, worms, trilobites 
and jawless fish, are quite diverse, 
complex and appear suddenly, with 
no evidence of these main body types 
evolving from other creatures. 

As paleontologist Niles Eldredge 
admitted: “If life had evolved into the 
wondrous profusion of creatures little 
by little, then there should be some 
fossiliferous record of those changes  
. . . But no one has found any evi-
dence of such in-between creatures  
. . . All of the fossil evidence to date 
has failed to turn up any such missing 
links” (George Alexander, “Alternate 
Theory of Evolution Considered,” Los 
Angeles Times, Nov. 19, 1978).

Yes, Darwin has been let down by 
the fossil record!

6. Science has shown the earth to 
be a unique planet with so many 
“just right” conditions to sustain 
life. 

In 1966, Carl Sagan hosted the 
famous TV documentary series 
Cosmos. He thought in order to have 
life you just needed two conditions—
a right kind of star and a planet at 
the right distance. This conclusion 
proved to be totally off base.  

Now, more than half a century 
later, scientists have come to the real-Ph
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ization that more than 200 conditions 
have to be “just right” for life to exist 
and thrive. As author Eric Metaxas 
explains: “Today there are more than 
200 known parameters necessary 
for a planet to support life—every 
single one of which must be perfectly 
met, or the whole thing falls apart. 
Without a massive planet like Jupiter 
nearby, whose gravity will draw away 
asteroids, a thousand times as many 
would hit Earth’s surface. The odds 
against life in the universe are simply 
astonishing” (“Science Increasingly 
Makes the Case for God,” The Wall 
Street Journal, Dec. 25, 2014). 

The Bible tells us: “The Lord is 
God. He made the skies and the earth. 
He put the earth in its place. He did 
not want the earth to be empty when 
he made it. He created it to be lived 
on. I am the Lord. There is no other 
God” (Isaiah 45:18, Easy-to-Read 
Version). 

7. Science reveals the universe is 
precisely mathematically designed 
while allowing for free will. 

Incredibly, the universe has been 
found to be mathematically designed. 
It follows orderly laws that can be 
described in mathematical terms. Sir 
James Jeans, one of the great astrono-
mers of the 20th century, remarked: 
“From the intrinsic evidence of his cre-
ation, the Great Architect of the Uni-
verse now begins to appear as a pure 
mathematician . . . The universe begins 
to look more like a great thought than 
like a great machine” (The Mysterious 
Universe, 1930, pp. 134, 137).

A big problem for evolutionists 
and atheists is this: Evolution can’t 
do math, since it is based on random 
variations and mutations, and math 
requires an intelligent agent who can 
first prepare a mathematical blue-
print of laws before creating things so 
they will be orderly. This is why the 
present cosmos can be traced back  
to mathematical rules.   

As Einstein noted, “The most 
incomprehensible thing about the 
universe is that it is comprehensible.” 
He meant that it could be understood 
in mathematical terms but that an 
explanation for that was beyond math. 

As far back as the early 1900s, sci-
entists were discovering the laws that 
govern the subatomic realm, the tiny 
microcosm described by quantum 
mechanics. It has very different rules 
than our macro world and appears 

to make room for such things as free 
will to arise. 

Many scientists came to realize that 
not all is determined by matter and 
energy. Experiments show that an 
observer can alter a particle through 
means of observing it. The implica-
tions are that we can determine the 
outcome of our lives by the choices  
we make. 

It brings to mind what God said: 
“Today I have given you a choice 

between life and death, success and 
disaster. I command you today to love 
the Lord your God. I command you to 
follow him and to obey his commands, 
laws, and rules. Then you will live . . .” 
(Deuteronomy 30:15-16, ERV).

What do we learn from this?
Science offers many proofs from 

our physical universe that point to 
the existence of God. We’ve looked 
here at seven. And cutting-edge 
science is constantly revealing more 
complexity and deeper design, not 
only in the cosmos, but also in all 
living things. 

The biblical patriarch Job once chal- 
lenged skeptics to look at the design of 
the creatures around them and notice 
they witness to a Supreme Designer 
and Creator. He stated: “Even birds 
and animals have much they could 

teach you; ask the creatures of earth 
and sea for their wisdom. All of them 
know that the Lord’s hand made 
them” (Job 12:7-9, GNT). 

Consequently, by examining all the 
evidence and realizing where it leads, 
we hope you will believe in God, will 
keep believing, and will earnestly seek 
His will for your life! 

Our Creator has an exciting purpose for all of  
us. The lives of all people and every preborn 
child are supremely and infinitely precious!

GOD, SCIENCE
& THE BIBLE

LEARN MORE
Have you really  
explored the 
evidence as to 
whether God ex-
ists? Or whether 
Darwinian evolu-
tion is likely or 
even possible? 
To learn more, 
you should read 
our eye-opening 

study guides Life’s Ultimate Question: 
Does God Exist? and Creation or Evolu-
tion: Does It Really Matter What You 
Believe? 

BTmagazine.org/booklets
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Many of us are facing serious struggles. We are 
looking for solutions, for healing, for help.

We try to make sense of our world and 
want to believe there is a Creator behind 

what exists—a great God who cares about us. But in our 
troubled world we can so easily lose focus, especially with 
so many respected academics urging us to reject this view 
as primitive superstition and false hope.

Those who believe in God need at times to look deeper 
to reaffirm our faith. And those who’ve been convinced out 
of faith need to see that there are valid reasons to believe—
not blindly but based on evidence and sound logic.

And the evidence is everywhere. As the Bible tells  
us, “For since the creation of the world God’s invisible 
qualities—his eternal power and divine nature—have 
been clearly seen, being understood from what has been 
made, so that people are without excuse” (Romans 1:20, 
New International Version).

How much more is that true now? More is coming for-
ward every day to show that our universe is not random 
but was purposefully designed—the product of a Creator 
who planned ahead before implementing His plan. And 
His plan includes you.

Darwinism collapses as creation evidence builds
Probably the most destructive deception of modern 

times—which our youth in primary schools and up 
through prestigious universities have been brainwashed 
into accepting—is that of Darwinian evolution, a theory 
that’s become a curse on our educational systems and 
society. But its grip is weakening as its falsehoods are 
exposed.

We can see a figurative picture of the shift that’s occur-
ring in a recent news story about a famous rock forma-
tion in the Galapagos Islands, where Charles Darwin voy-
aged and conducted studies of nature prior to developing 
His evolutionary theory. Discovery Institute reported:

“For generations, ‘Darwin’s Arch’ in the Galapagos 
Islands stood as an unmovable monument to the life and 
work of Charles Darwin. A few weeks ago, on May 17, 
the arch collapsed. While the loss of this landmark is sad, 
it’s also fitting—for Darwinism as a scientific and social 
theory is collapsing as well. Just look around:

“In March, Nobel Prize–winning physicist Brian Joseph-
son declared that ‘intelligent design is valid science.’ In April, 
researchers writing in the journal Current Biology asked 
whether Darwin’s ‘tree of life’ [showing supposed evolution-
ary links] should ‘be abandoned.’

“In May, it was reported that Sheffield University 
has stopped hiding Darwin’s deadly social views from 
students. A university handbook now accurately notes 
that Darwin ‘believed . . . his theory of natural selection 
justified the view that the white race was superior to oth-
ers, and used his theory of sexual selection to justify why 
women were clearly inferior to men’” (June 15, 2021).

As Darwinian theory faces decline, the title of a pivotal 
new book announces, Return of the God Hypothesis: Three 
Scientific Discoveries That Reveal the Mind Behind the 
Universe. In it, bestselling author Stephen C. Meyer, who 
holds a Ph.D. from Cambridge University in the history 
and philosophy of science, lays out powerful scientific 
evidence for the Creator of the universe and of life. No 
other theory or hypothesis—even belief in other gods or 
in religions other than what we find in Scripture—offers  

Creation 
According 

to Plan
The natural world around us offers compelling proof that  
it was made by a Supreme Intelligence with foresight and  

purposeful intentionality. Will you embrace the  
purpose intended for you?

by Peter Eddington
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a better explanation as to why we are here. (Be sure to 
read more about this significant work on pages 14-15 of 
this issue.)

The personal God of Scripture declares that He made 
the universe we inhabit (Genesis 1:1). The cosmos reveals 
His glory and handiwork (Psalm 19:1). And as we gaze 
out into the depths and interrelations of it all, we find 
a clear requirement for the existence of an all-wise and 
all-powerful God in the design, fine tuning and sustain-
ability of the universe. It could not exist through blind 
random processes. Nor could life have developed through 
Darwinian evolution—not even the tiniest microbes, 
which are immensely complex.

Rather, it must have taken incredible planning.

The universe and life required foresight
So much of the world around us displays not only  

awesome ingenuity but also detailed foresight of inter-
relationships between various systems and the need to  
resolve problems that would arise. Foresight in this  
context is the ability to see or plan for what 
will happen in the future.

We see such foresight at work in  
human daily life today. For example, having 
builders install a gas range in a new home. 
Or saving money in an emergency fund in 
case you lose your job. Also, staying home 
or having a warm winter coat on hand when 
a winter cold front moves through. In human interaction, 
planning and foresight can eliminate the last-minute crisis 
of an unfinished project or an unhappy client.

God clearly built His creation with great foresight. When 
a builder builds a home, he thinks—ahead of time—of all 
that will be needed to make the home function and keep  
it functioning.

Marcos Eberlin, a member of the Brazilian Academy of 
Sciences, is a chemist and former professor at the Institute 
of Chemistry of the University of Campinas. One of his 
most recent books is titled Foresight: How the Chemistry 
of Life Reveals Planning and Purpose (2019). We’ve relayed 
some of its examples before (see “Foresight or Blind  
Evolution?” in our November-December 2019 issue).

In a Discovery Institute video interview about his book 
available on YouTube, titled “How the Chemistry of Life 
Reveals Planning and Purpose,” Dr. Eberlin explains 
why the idea of foresight is so important in origins of life 
research. Quoting from the video:

“In studying life in the universe, we see solutions that 
solve really big problems. When we see those solutions, we 
wonder: Could evolution have provided those solutions?”

“As you look at the solutions and look for mechanisms 
that could provide those solutions, we see that foresight 
is so important. When we study those solutions at the 
molecular level, we see those solutions have to be there 

from the very beginning” (Oct. 21, 2019, emphasis added 
throughout).

Yes, it’s impossible that our universe could have waited 
for millions or billions of years for those solutions to appear. 
The problems demand that the solutions be there right away. 
The survival of life cannot wait for those solutions to gradu-
ally evolve—for gradual steps to start solving the problems.

For example, each animal cell can be thought of as a 
large factory with many departments such as manufac-
turing, packaging, shipping and accounting—each of 
which must be there from the beginning to support each 
other in order for the cell to survive.

Before the first cell existed, someone had to consider 
the future circumstances of the cell and anticipate that 
it would face some big problems demanding immediate 
solutions. Design foresight is critical. Only a mind with 
rational intelligence is able to predict the various prob-
lems and provide the means to solve them from the very 
first moment of life!

Cell membrane challenges worked out in advance
Think about what human designers and engineers do 

today. They put brakes on our cars, figuring that we will 
have to stop at some point. This is foresight. Seatbelts, in 
case we have an accident so we don’t go flying through 
the windshield. This is foresight. We look ahead to the 

GOD, SCIENCE
& THE BIBLE

Darwin believed that natural selection  
justified his view that the white race  

was superior to others and that sexual  
selection made women inferior to men.

The natural rock formation named ”Darwin’s Arch” in the Galapagos 
Islands, before and after its collapse in 2021.
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winter months, knowing we have to have heat in our 
homes and do what’s necessary to ensure that. Random 
chance—evolution—would not have foreseen the first 
cold winter. And so early life would have died at the first 
freeze without fur or a layer of blubber.

Once problems appear there is no way for a gradual 
evolution of solutions to solve them—and you couldn’t 
roll back the evolutionary process to start over. Instead, 
a creative mind is essential for life and the universe as a 
whole to function. Quoting Dr. Eberlin again from the 
earlier-mentioned video interview:

“For example, at the simplest level of biology, we have 
the membrane that encloses the cell. Obviously, cells can’t 
exist without membranes to enclose them. When we look 
at the membranes, when we start to study the way they 
function, we discover those simple membranes are not 
so simple after all . . . The molecules that make up those 
membranes make a barrier to the outside world. That 
barrier must prevent some types of molecules from  

entering, but also . . . let other molecules escape . . .
“So, to let some molecules in and out, you need gates 

right from the very beginning of the cell membrane being 
formed. The cell needs gates, doors, to open and close. 
This is the most crucial problem for cell membranes—
what is called the permeation problem—which needs 
foresight to solve before the first cell is formed!

“The membranes that evolutionists have proposed are 
not able to provide for those gates instantly . . . No, first, 
an intelligent being must look at those membranes and 
see the explicit need for permeation—see the need for 
gates—and also see the need for mechanical resistance for 
those gates to open and close. And all at the same time, 
everything must be there from the very first time the cell 
membrane starts to work as a cell membrane.”

Eberlin then goes on to explain further why a mind is 
required to design the cell and its isolating membrane. 
Foresight is needed from the very beginning. The task of 

building those membranes is extraordinary. It takes a lot 
of mechanical engineering and complex chemistry. The 
right molecules have to be selected, not just randomly 
chosen.

Repair system in place from the beginning
And here’s another piece of foresight in the design of 

cell membranes. Cell membranes easily tear and must 
have repair mechanisms built into their design ahead  
of time!

An article at Discovery Institute’s EvolutionNews.org 
relates: “Membrane repair would have been necessary 
with the first cell. If by a most fantastic miracle scenario—
against all probability—a protocell emerged from the 
primordial soup [in which life supposedly originated], it 
would be all over quickly if the membrane sprang a leak . . .

“Membranes need channels for active transport to con-
trol what goes in and out. They also need repair mecha-
nisms if they break . . . Along with code, machinery must 
be present to translate the code into other machines that 
know what to do when a membrane breaks. Unwatched 
membranes are vulnerable to leaks, and they don’t care.

“Without foresight and oversight, protocells would be 
like bubbles that pop in due time. Too bad for those hard-
won living ingredients inside . . .” (“Zip It: How Cells  
Repair Leaking Membranes,” May 27, 2021). Again, with-
out foresight in creation, no life would have survived!

We now see the need for foresight in the design and 
preservation of a single-cell membrane. But our bodies 
are made up of 30 trillion cells! Just imagine how all these 
have to work together and how much planning would be 
needed ahead of time for all their differing functions!

Again, only a supremely intelligent mind could plan 
everything in advance, to have the foresight, to consider 
future needs to provide for facilitating interaction and  
solving problems.

The psalmist wisely penned about our amazing human 
bodies: “For You formed my inward parts; You covered 
me in my mother’s womb. I will praise You, for I am fear-
fully and wonderfully made; marvelous are Your works, 
and that my soul knows very well” (Psalm 139:13-14). May 
we know it well too!

As Eberlin concludes in his interview: “When we con-
sider foresight we see it is by far the best explanation for 
many solutions in life in the universe. Scientists should 
follow the evidence wherever it leads, and when they do, 
foresight is clear and is evident. We are forced to accept it 
as the best evidence for design in the universe.”

Evidence of intentionality in design demolishes 
materialism

From foresight and complex operations of living systems 
we can infer another clear aspect of mind—intentionality.

Continued on back page...Ph
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The heavens declare the glory 
of God; the skies proclaim the 
work of his hands” (Psalm 19:1, 

New International Version). Indeed, 
God created all things, and by His 
will they exist (Revelation 4:11).

Stephen Meyer, author of the best-
seller Darwin’s Doubt, just released 
his latest book Return of the God 
Hypothesis: Three Scientific Discover-
ies That Reveal the Mind Behind the 
Universe.

A portion of the dustcover explains 
the book’s direction:

“Beginning in the late nineteenth 
century, many intellectuals began to 
insist that scientific knowledge con- 
flicts with traditional theistic belief—
that science and belief in God are 
‘at war.’ Philosopher of science and 
director of the Center for Science and 
Culture at Discovery Institute Ste-
phen C. Myers challenges this view by 
examining three scientific discoveries 
with decidedly theistic implications  
. . . Meyer demonstrates how discover-
ies in cosmology and physics coupled 
with those in biology help to establish 
the identity of the designing intelli-
gence behind life and the universe.

“Meyer argues that theism—with 
its affirmation of a transcendent, 
intelligent, and active creator—best 
explains the evidence we have 
concerning biological and cosmo-
logical origins. Previously Meyer 

refrained from attempt-
ing to answer questions 
about ‘who’ might have 
designed life. Now he 
provides an evidence-
based answer revealing a 
stunning conclusion: the 
data support not just the 
existence of an intelligent designer  
of some kind—but the existence of  
a personal God.”

In his prologue, Meyer mentions 
his wrap-up in a 2016 debate that led 
him to write this book: 

“I found myself briefly describing 
three key scientific discoveries that 
I thought jointly supported theistic 
belief—what I call ‘the return of the 
God hypothesis’: (1) evidence from 
cosmology suggesting that the mate-
rial universe had a beginning; (2) 
evidence from physics showing that 
from the beginning the universe has 
been ‘finely tuned’ to allow for the 
possibility of life; and (3) evidence 
from biology establishing that since 
the beginning large amounts of new 
functional genetic information have 
arisen in our biosphere to make new 
forms of life possible . . . 

“The three scientific discoveries . . . 
together point not just to a designer, 
but to an intelligence that religious 
theists have long ascribed to God . . .  
Perhaps, I thought, it was time to 
develop this case.”

Theistic belief and science  
have fit together well

It took several weeks to 
complete my reading of this 
major work with its compel-
ling scientific and math-
ematical arguments for the 
existence of a personal God, 

but it was time well spent.
The book is laid out in five parts.
In Part I, Meyer examines the rise 

and fall of theistic science, show-
ing that at one time in our not-too-
distant past, religion and science 
were very compatible. It wasn’t 
until the rise of materialism and 
naturalism, spurred on by Charles 
Darwin’s theory of evolution, that 
science and religion were seen to be 
at odds. In fact, the earliest scientists 
were of Jewish and Christian faith 
and viewed the Bible and science as 
supporting each other. They saw the 
Bible encouraging scientific discov-
ery, whereas materialism does not.

In Part II, Meyer delves further 
into the three discoveries mentioned 
above that support the God hypoth-
esis as to why the universe exists. He 
points out how the light from distant 
galaxies and the discovery that our 
universe had a beginning, often 
explained as the Big Bang theory, 
point to a cause for this beginning—
as does the curvature of space.

In addition, the fine tuning of the 
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Three Scientific Discoveries That Reveal the Mind Behind the Universe
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fundamental constants of our uni-
verse could not be by blind chance. 
They require an intelligent designer.

Cosmic fine tuning merely 
 “exquisite”?

Continuing in Part II, Meyer 
writes: “Physicists have determined 
that if the matter at the beginning 
of the universe had been config-
ured even slightly differently, there 
would be either an extreme clump-
ing of matter resulting in a universe 
in which only black holes would 
exist or, alternately, a highly diffuse 
arrangement of matter without any 
large-scale structures at all” (p. 147).

He goes on to discuss Oxford physi-
cist Sir Roger Penrose mathematically 
determining “that getting a universe 
such as ours with highly ordered  
configurations of matter required  
an exquisite degree of fine tuning—an 
incredibly improbable low-entropy 
[i.e., low movement to disorder] set  
of initial conditions” (p. 149). 

“The number that Penrose calculated 
—1 in 1010123—provides a quantitative 
measure of the unimaginably precise 
fine tuning of the initial conditions 
of the universe. In other words, his 
calculated entropy [or disordering 
tendency] implied that of the many 
possible ways the available mass and 
energy of the universe could have 
been configured at the beginning, 

only a few configurations would 
result in a universe like ours”  
(p. 150).

Physicists have estimated that the 
whole universe contains “only” 1080 
elementary particles (a huge number 
—1 followed by 80 zeroes). This is 
nothing next to Penrose’s number  
of possibilities out of which only one 
might yield our working universe.

As Meyers writes: “In fact, if  
we tried to write out this number 
[1010123, or 10 to the power of 10 to 
the 123rd] with a 1 followed by all the 
zeros that would be needed to rep-
resent it accurately without the use 
of exponents, there would be more 
zeros in the resulting number than 
there are elementary particles in the 
entire universe. Penrose’s calculation 
thus suggests an incredibly improb-
able arrangement of mass-energy—a 
degree of initial fine tuning that really 
is not adequately reflected by the 
word ‘exquisite.’ I’m not aware of  
a word in English that does justice  
to the kind of precision we are  
discussing” (p. 151).

Besides such powerful findings, 
Meyer also discusses the origin of  
life and the enigma of DNA and 
RNA—more discoveries that show 
the need for a designer. We can  
see in all this the absolute math-
ematical impossibility for life to have 
emerged through random chance. 
Along with that is the immense 
amount of immaterial information 
contained within life—distinct from 
the physical elements in which the 
information is encoded.

“Inference to the best  
metaphysical explanation”

Meyer then moves into Part III of 
his book, titled: “Inference to the Best 
Metaphysical Explanation.” He shows 
how to mathematically and scientifi-
cally assess a hypothesis—whether it 
be the theory of evolution or some-
thing else. He shows how scientists 
can rationally evaluate different 
worldviews as competing metaphysi-
cal hypotheses and determine which 

is most likely to be true. (Metaphysics 
is a branch of philosophy concerned 
with existence, object properties, 
causes and possible effects.)

As you may have guessed, by the 
end of Part III the God hypothesis—
of an active and intentional Designer 
and Creator—is shown through math 
and reason to be a more probable 
explanation for the origin of the 
universe and life than any other com-
peting hypothesis. The real answer is 
clearly inferred from the facts.

In Part IV, Meyers addresses other 
attempts to explain the evidence 
before then affirming His conclusion 
in Part V.

This is a very technical book. I had 
to read many paragraphs two or three 
times to fully inculcate what Meyer is 
explaining. Just the bibliography and 
notes at the end of the book cover 
115 more pages! Every claim, every 
formula, every scientist quoted, every 
chart, every graph, every diagram is 
carefully documented.

And it all points to the best meta-
physical explanation for why we are 
here—the reality of a personal God, 
as revealed in creation. And that God 
is further revealed in His Word, the 
Bible. No other theory or hypothesis  
—even belief in other gods or in 
religions other than what we find 
in Scripture—is a more reasonable 
inference as to why we are here.

I would encourage you—if you are 
up for a fascinating read about the 
need of a personal Creator to make 
sense of the universe, the same God 
revealed in the Bible—to find a copy  
of Meyer’s book.

Above all, of course, make sure to 
turn to the ultimate source of truth—
the Bible itself. Long before modern 
science, it announced that God made 
the universe, including us (Genesis 
1:1, 26-27). How plain! What could 
be more obvious? This is the majesty  
we see in the heavens and in our own 
makeup—the handiwork of God. 
This is what Stephen Meyer points to 
as the best metaphysical explanation 
for why we are here!Ph
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EVOLUTION 
 

In 1859 Charles Darwin rocked the scientific—and reli-
gious—worlds with his book On the Origin of Species. It 
wasn’t long before the scientific communities on both 
sides of the Atlantic accepted the notion that life evolved 
over “millions on millions of years,” as Darwin put it in 

his book, after arising spontaneously from “some warm little 
pond,” as he described it in a letter to a friend. Darwin found 
himself enshrined as one of the greatest scientific thinkers of all 
time, on a par with Galileo and Newton.

But not all who then read Darwin’s book were convinced of 
his theory. Other scientists and geologists noted inconsisten-
cies, unexplained creatures appearing at the wrong times in 
the fossil record, and other holes in the theory—some of which 
Darwin himself acknowledged. 

Fast forward 150 years to today, and most of the scientific 
world still accepts the theory of evolution as fact in spite of 
growing evidence to the contrary. And a world that does not 

want a God who can tell them what to do wants instead  
a theory that explains a creation without a Creator.

A theory full of holes
The past half-century has not been kind to Darwin’s theory. 

When his book was published, Darwin admitted that the fos-
sil record that ought to have supported his theory was full 
of gaps, but confidently predicted that a great many of the 
missing transitional species would be found to fill these. But 
now, more than 150 years later, with paleontologists having 
explored vast reaches of the planet, the fossil record still fails 
to show the evidence Darwin predicted would be found. 

Meanwhile, new discoveries about the vast complexity of 
the cell, and the explosion of the field of microbiology, have 
added further difficulties that challenge Darwin’s theory. 
Today, hundreds of scientists doubt evolution to the point  
of rejecting it. Th
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Charles Darwin admitted that the available fossil evidence 
didn’t support his theory of “survival of the fittest,” bet-
ter known as evolution. But he expected that plenty  
of evidence would be found in the coming years.  
Now, more than a century and a half later, the  
evidence still fails to support his theory—showing 
people accept Darwinian evolution more as an 
article of faith rather than of fact.    
 
by Mike Kelley

GOD, SCIENCE
& THE BIBLE
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The Discovery Institute, a Seattle-
based think tank devoted to the criti-
cal examination of evolution, lists more 
than 700 leaders of scientific thought 
who have gone on record as doubting the 
theory to the point that many of them 
now admit a belief in some higher intel-
ligence as the most logical source of the 
existence of life. 

Lost in the furor over evolution is the 
fact that the theory of evolution is not a 
fact, but is unproven. A scientific theory 
is a reasoned explanation that appears 
to fit all the facts at hand but that cannot 
be tested and verified as scientific law 
through the observed results of repeated 
experiments according to the scientific 
method. Evolutionary theory cannot be 
verified through observation because it 
has supposedly transpired over eons of 
time—and therefore must remain a the-
ory rather than a proven law.  

However, Darwinian evolution should 
not truly be classed as a scientific theory 
since it does not really fit the evidence 
that exists in a reasonable way. Evolution 
might be better termed a hypothesis—
an educated guess—about how the vast 
array of life we see in the world around 
us came to exist. Except it’s not so edu-
cated as it’s touted to be since its propo-

nents dismiss considerable evidence to 
the contrary. 

And the theory offers nothing to 
explain how the vast universe with its 
“building blocks” of life—not to mention 
the laws of physics, chemistry and biol-
ogy that govern it all—came to be. For 
this reason, the concept is more properly 
a philosophy or, as we’ll see, almost a reli-
gion of sorts—a false religion.   

New discoveries that chop away at the 
trunk of the tree of evolutionary thought 
have created a situation reminiscent of 
the Late Middle Ages, when medieval 
thought held that the earth is the center 
of the universe. The prevailing view in 
the year 1500 was that the sun, moon, 
planets and all the stars revolved around 
the earth.  

Along came Copernicus in the mid-
1500s showing mathematically that the 
Sun is the center of the solar system and 
that the earth and other planets revolve 
around it. This was confirmed by Gali-
leo and his new invention, the telescope, 
around 1600. 

That revolutionary discovery was ini-
tially rejected by most, and Galileo was 
severely persecuted. In like manner sci-
entists who challenge evolution today 
often endure ridicule from their col-
leagues for acknowledging publicly the 
growing anti-evolutionary discoveries. 

The “Cambrian explosion”
One of Darwin’s two central ideas 

was what the scientific community 
terms universal common descent. Basi-
cally, this says that all life forms ulti-
mately descended from a single common 
ancestor, which Darwin estimated to 
have appeared on the scene somewhere 
between 700 and 800 million years ago. 

If his theory were accurate, the fossil 
record should show millions of evolving 
life forms over millions of years, result-
ing in billions of fossils of transitional 
life forms. However, as already pointed 
out, he had to admit in his book a major 
problem with the fossil record that he 

could not explain: “As by this theory 
innumerable transitional forms must 
have existed, why do we not find them 
embedded in countless numbers in the 
crust of the earth?” (1859, Masterpieces 
of Science edition, 1958, p. 137).

Later in his book he again acknowl-
edged the problem with the fossil record: 
“Why then is not every geological forma-
tion and every stratum full of such inter-
mediate links? Geology assuredly does not 
reveal any such finely graduated organic 
chain; and this, perhaps is the most obvi-
ous and gravest objection which can be 
urged against my theory” (p. 260-261, 
emphasis added throughout).

Instead of the “innumerable transitional 
forms” predicted by Darwin’s theory, the 
actual fossil record is vastly different. 

The record showed that suddenly, 
nearly 600 million years ago by pale-
ontologists’ dating, an explosion of life 
forms occurred during what came to 
be called the Cambrian period. Over 
a period of just a few million years in 
paleontologists’ chronology, a mere blip 
in the purported geological record of 
the earth, thousands of new creatures 
appeared that exhibited a high level of 
anatomical sophistication. 

What had Darwin really stumped was 
the fact that no fossil evidence of an evo-
lutionary ancestor, no “missing link” for 
these complex creatures, could be found 
anywhere, on any continent. 

Again, Darwin acknowledged huge 
gaps in the fossil record that should’ve 
supported his theory. As he stated: 
“The explanation lies, I believe, in the 
extreme imperfection of the geological 
record” (p. 261). He hoped and assumed 
that future scientists would discover the 
missing links. 

But, notes journalist George Sim 
Johnston: “This is the verdict of mod-
ern paleontology: The record does not 
show gradual, Darwinian evolution. 
Otto Schindewolf, perhaps the leading 
paleontologist of the 20th century, wrote 
that the fossils ‘directly contradict’ Dar-
win. Steven Stanley, a paleontologist who 
teaches at Johns Hopkins, writes in The 
New Evolutionary Timetable that ‘the 
fossil record does not convincingly docu-
ment a single transition from one species 
to another’” (“An Evening With Dar-
win in New York,” Crisis, April 2006, 
online edition).

Since Darwin’s time, millions of new 
fossils have been discovered represent-
ing thousands of different species, but 
none have been shown to be the missing 
links he had hoped would be found. In 
his 1991 book Darwin on Trial, Dr. Phil-
lip Johnson wrote: “The single greatest 
problem which the fossil record poses for 
Darwinism is the ‘Cambrian Explosion’ 
of around 600 million years ago. Nearly 
all the animal phyla (major classifica-
tions of animals) appear in the rocks 
of this period, without a trace of the 
evolutionary ancestors that Darwinists 
require” (p. 54).

What the fossil record does show are 
soft-bodied worms, jellyfish and similar 
creatures that lacked any sort of skeletal 
structure. Then a relatively short time 
later, a myriad of much more sophisti-

More than 150 years later, with paleontolo-
gists having explored vast reaches of the 
planet, the fossil record still fails to show the 
evidence Darwin predicted would be found. 
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cated creatures having external skeletons, internal organs, and 
hearts burst onto the scene. In fact, most if not all of the basic 
body plans of animals alive today were present in the Cam-
brian period, in stark contrast to what Darwin had theorized.

Also in 2013, in a review of an article about the Cambrian 
explosion in the magazine Science, Stanford University’s 
Christophe Lowe commented on the scientific world’s struggle 
to explain the sudden burst of life in evolutionary terms. “The 
range of hypotheses proposed to explain the Cambrian explo-
sion is as diverse and broad as the fossils they seek to explain.” 
He went on to verify that this huge group of new Cambrian 
animal species did indeed appear suddenly, and that the few 
pre-Cambrian fossils were not their ancestors. 

Scientists have put forward many theories to try to explain 
away the Cambrian explosion and other ways the fossil record 
contradicts Darwinian evolution, but it still remains an enor-
mous challenge to evolutionary thinking.

Are mutations really helpful?
Darwin’s other main point, natural selection, gave rise to 

the phrase “survival of the fittest”—an expression widely used 
in today’s business and political worlds. According to Darwin, 
mutations would arise in life forms, bringing new traits, and 
the more advantageous of these would by the process of natu-
ral selection be passed on to successive generations. These were 
“the fittest,” and those lacking such traits would die out.

To Darwin it seemed simple enough: Genetic changes or 
improvements that gave an animal an edge in survival would 
be the most likely to be passed on. But is that the way most 
mutations work?

Decades spent in the study of mutations have shown that 
most are harmful, leaving the animal less likely to survive. So 
one might ask, what are the chances of favorable mutations 
actually being passed on? Or to state it differently, what are the 
odds that the DNA of a particular creature would be improved 
through random occurrence and successfully passed on to 
new generations?

Dr. Murray Eden, professor of engineering and computer 
science at Massachusetts Institute of Technology in Boston, 
delved into this question. He compared DNA to a computer 
code, noting that any computer code would be rendered use-
less with only a few random changes: 

“No currently existing formal language can tolerate ran-
dom changes in the symbol sequences which express its 
sentences. Meaning is almost invariably destroyed” (“Inad-
equacies of Neo-Darwinian Evolution as a Scientific Theory,” 
Mathematical Challenges to the Neo-Darwinian Interpretation 
of Evolution, 1967, p. 14). In other words, the need for specific 
arrangement of DNA sequences makes it extremely improbable 
that random mutations would generate new functional genes.

Since it has been determined that mutations occur only 
once in about every 10 million DNA copies, a logical question 
might be: What are the odds of a beneficial mutation happen-
ing on its own, at random, with no guidance?  

In Darwin’s Doubt, Dr. Stephen Meyer commented on Eden’s 
findings:  “Did the mutation and selection mechanism have 
enough time—since the beginning of the universe itself—to gen-
erate even a small fraction of the total number of possible amino 
acid sequences corresponding to a single functional protein of 

that length? For Eden, the answer was clearly no” (2013, p. 176). 

Following the evidence wherever it leads
Ongoing discoveries about the astounding complexity of 

DNA continue to provide solid evidence for the divine creation 
of life. In fact, it was an objective look at DNA that led the late Sir 
Antony Flew, long the leading atheist in England, to renounce 
his atheism and accept the existence of a divine Creator.

He acknowledged that he had changed his mind about a 
Creator “almost entirely because of the DNA investigations.” 
He explained: “What I think the DNA material has done is 
that it has shown, by the almost unbelievable complexity of the 
arrangements which are needed to produce (life), that intelli-
gence must have been involved in getting these extraordinarily 
diverse elements to work together.

“It’s the enormous complexity of the number of elements and 
the enormous subtlety of the ways they work together. The meet-
ing of these two parts at the right time by chance is simply 
minute. It is all a matter of the enormous complexity by which 
the results were achieved, which looked to me like the work of 
intelligence” (There Is a God: How the World’s Most Notorious 
Atheist Changed His Mind, 2007, p. 75).

He went on to say: “I now believe that the universe was 
brought into existence by an infinite Intelligence. I believe that 
this universe’s intricate laws manifest what scientists have called 
the Mind of God. I believe that life and reproduction originate 
in a divine Source.

“Why do I believe this, given that I expounded and 
defended atheism for more than a half century? The short 
answer is this: this is the world picture, as I see it, that has 
emerged from modern science. Science spotlights three 
dimensions of nature that point to God. The first is the fact 
that nature obeys laws. The second is the dimension of life, 
of intelligently organized and purpose-driven beings, which 
arose from matter. The third is the very existence of nature.” 

He concluded that when it came to assessing the evidence 
of nature, “We must follow the argument wherever it leads”—
which in his case was to the conclusion that the only reason-
able and logical answer is a Divine Creator (pp. 88-89). (Be 
sure to read “Answers From an Ex-Atheist About God,” begin-
ning on page 8.)

Startling admissions from evolutionists
The weight of evidence against Darwinian evolution is 

growing in biology, genetics and the fossil record itself. To 
their credit, some advocates of evolution openly admit some  
of the problems—as evidenced by the following comments.

David Raup, former curator of geology at Chicago’s Field 
Museum of Natural History, put it this way nearly 40 years 
ago: “Well, we are now about 120 years after Darwin [and now 
nearly 160], and knowledge of the fossil record has been greatly 
expanded . . . [yet] ironically, we have even fewer examples of evo-
lutionary transition than we had in Darwin’s time. 

“By this I mean that some of the classic cases of Darwin-
ian change in the fossil record, such as evolution of the horse in 
North America, have had to be discarded or modified as a result 
of more detailed information—what appeared to be a nice, sim-
ple progression when relatively few data were available now 
appears to be much more complex and much less gradualistic” 

GOD, SCIENCE
& THE BIBLE
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(“Conflicts Between Darwin and Paleon-
tology,” Field Museum of Natural History 
Bulletin, January 1979, pp. 22-25).

He also later admitted: “In the years 
after Darwin, his advocates hoped to 
find predictable progressions. In gen-
eral, these have not been found—yet the 
optimism has died hard, and some pure 
fantasy has crept into the textbooks” (Sci-
ence, July 17, 1981, p. 289).

Steven Jay Gould, Harvard Univer-
sity paleontologist and ardent evolution-
ist, wrote in his book The Panda’s Thumb: 
“The extreme rarity of transitional forms in 
the fossil record persists as the trade secret 
of paleontology . . . Gradualism [evolution-
ary change over long periods of time] was 
never ‘seen’ in the rocks” (1977, p. 181). 

The fossil evidence forced Gould to 
admit in a 1980 essay that the traditional 
view of Darwinian evolution isn’t sup-
ported by the fossil evidence and “as a 
general proposition, is effectively dead, 
despite its persistence as textbook ortho-
doxy” (“Is a New and General Theory 
of Evolution Emerging?” Paleobiology, 
Winter 1980, p. 120). 

C.P. Martin of McGill University in 
Montreal wrote: “Mutation is a patho-
logical process which has had little or 
nothing to do with evolution” (“A Non-
Geneticist Looks at Evolution,” Ameri-
can Scientist, January 1953, p. 100).

All of these men have strongly sup-
ported evolution. But they, and others 
like them, frankly acknowledged some of 
the uncomfortable facts that contradict 
the theory. Yet unlike Antony Flew, men-
tioned earlier, they were not willing to fol-
low all of the evidence to its logical end.

An article of faith
Deeply held beliefs are hard to give up. 

Just as those who believed 400 years ago 
that the sun revolved around the earth 
opposed the new truth that the earth 
actually revolves around the sun, so 
today do most scientists refuse to accept 
modern findings on the origins of life. 
The evolutionary paradigm so governs 
their thinking that they are unable to 

objectively see other alternatives.
How has the scientific community 

reacted to the growing weight of evi-
dence against evolution? The answer: 
They practice the same sort of denial of 
which they accuse religion—they accept 
evolution as an article of faith.

Notice this admission by biologist 
Richard Lewontin regarding his atti-
tude and that of his scientific colleagues: 
“We take the side of science in spite of 
the patent absurdity of some of its con-
structs, . . . in spite of the tolerance of 
the scientific community for unsubstan-
tiated just-so stories, because we have 
a prior commitment, a commitment to 
materialism . . . Moreover, that mate-
rialism is absolute, for we cannot allow 
a Divine Foot in the door” (“Billions 
and Billions of Demons,” The New York 
Review of Books, Jan. 9, 1997, p. 31)

Kansas State University immunologist 
Dr. Scott Todd echoed that sentiment: 
“Even if all the data point to an intelligent 
designer, such an hypothesis is excluded 
from science because it is not naturalistic” 
(Nature, Sept. 30, 1999, p. 423).

New Zealand molecular biologist 
Michael Denton carefully examined the 
main arguments for Darwinian evolu-
tion and found them full of errors and 
inconsistencies. In his 1985 book Evolu-
tion: A Theory in Crisis, he wrote that the 
problems with the theory “are too severe 
and intractable to offer any hope of reso-
lution in terms of the orthodox Darwin-
ian framework” (p. 16). 

He concluded, “Ultimately the Dar-
winian theory of evolution is no more  
nor less than the great cosmogenic myth  
 

of the twentieth century” (p. 358).
More recently, a chapter in Dr. Meyer's 

book titled “The Possibility of Intelli-
gent Design,” touched on the scientific 
world’s refusal to accept any possibil-
ity that intelligence, rather than blind 
chance, was involved in the creation of 
all life form, including human beings: 

“When the case for intelligent design is 
made, it’s often hard to get contemporary 
evolutionary biologists to see why such an 
idea should even be considered . . . Though 
many biologists now acknowledge serious 
deficiencies in current strictly materialistic 
theories of evolution, they resist consid-
ering alternatives that involve intelligent 
guidance, direction or design” (p. 337).

In other words, those who cling to the 
evolutionary theory refuse to see and 
accept the plain evidence. “The fool has 
said in his heart, ‘There is no God,’” says 
your Bible (Psalm 14:1; 53:1). A spiritu-
ally blinded, deceived and materialistic 
world will go to extreme lengths to deny 
the existence of the Creator.

Do we see any parallels between 
today’s agnostic scientific commu-
nity and the philosophers of the apostle 
Paul’s time? Paul said of them: “Profess-
ing to be wise, they became fools, and 
changed the glory of the incorruptible 
God into an image made like corruptible 
man, or of birds and animals . . . As they 
did not like to retain God in their knowl-
edge, God gave them over to a debased 
mind . . .” (Romans 1:22-23, 28).

Where, then, is your faith? Is it in the 
evidence of the fantastically complex 
creation you can see around you, or in a 
discredited theory riddled with prob-
lems? Critics of religion says it takes faith 
to believe in a divine Creator. But in fact 
it takes far more faith to believe in evolu-
tion—indeed, blind faith!

What about you? Do you have the 
faith required to still believe in evolu-
tion? Or are you willing to truly examine 
the evidence?

The weight of evidence against Darwinian 
evolution is growing. To their credit, some 
advocates of evolution openly admit 
some of the problems.

LEARN MORE

What are some of the problems with Darwin’s theory of evolution? 
We seldom hear about them, but there are many more than those 
summarized in this article. You need to know the truth! Download or 
request our free study guide Creation or Evolution: Does It Really Mat-
ter What We Believe? to get the seldom-seen other side of the story.  
A free copy is waiting for you!

BTmagazine.org/booklets
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Intentionality is a philosophical 
term for purposeful directedness of 
thought toward an intended object, 
whether other people, things, places 
or circumstances. It’s grounded in 
our mind, in our consciousness, and 
not in physical matter. Intentionality 
cannot exist in material objects.

Michael Egnor, a pediatric 
neurosurgeon and professor in 
the Department of Neurological 
Surgery at Stony Brook University, 
is an intelligent design advocate and 
blogger at Discovery Institute. In 
another Discovery video available 
on YouTube, this one titled “The 
Evidence Against Materialism,” 
Dr. Egnor explains several ways 
in which materialism—the denial 
of any existence beyond material 
reality—is not a viable theory of the 
origin of life. His final point is about 
intentionality.

Remember that for materialists 
there is only the physical realm. They 
see even our thoughts as merely a 
confluence of atoms. Here are some 
excerpts from Dr. Egnor’s video:

“Intentionality . . . is the ability for 
something to be about something 
else. For example, if I’m thinking 
now about Washington, D.C., my 
thought is intentional in a sense 
that I am thinking about something 
that’s not me. I’m thinking about a 
city, or I’m thinking about a door-
way, or thinking about my wife. So 
the ability for a thought to be about 
something is unique to the mind, 
because no physical object is about 
anything—in the absence of a mind. 
A rock sitting on a beach isn’t about 

anything. A tree isn’t about any-
thing. Only a thought can be about 
something” (June 10, 2019).

He further points out: “You can’t 
explain intentionality using materi-
alistic precepts . . . You can’t explain 
a living thing without explaining 
what the purpose of the parts of that 
living thing are. You can’t explain 
the heart unless you explain that the 
purpose is to pump blood. You can’t 
explain the eye unless you under-
stand the purpose is to see. Where 
do those purposes come from? 
Well, those purposes are kind of like 
intentionality, they’re kind of like a 
mind. And the implication is that 
behind the universe there’s a mind, a 
grand mind, a mind that is reflected 
in the way the universe works.”

It’s like your coffee mug or tea cup. 
The form shows intentionality, the 
purpose being to hold a hot drink. 
Likewise, we see that the entire cre-
ation shows purpose, a goal, inten-
tionality. What we see all around us 
is a reflection of a much higher mind. 
It’s a reflection of God.

Egnor goes on to say: “Material-
ism in my viewpoint is not even 
really a philosophical perspective; 
it’s just a mistake . . . It’s like claim-
ing that 2 + 2 is 5 is mathematics. 
It’s not really mathematics; it’s just 
an error. And materialism isn’t even 
sufficiently coherent in my view to 
qualify as a philosophical perspec-
tive . . .

“In biology, we need to focus on 
the purposes of biological struc-
tures, not just on the details of the 
structure itself. We need to know 

why they’re doing what they’re 
doing. And once you start look-
ing for purposes you start looking 
at immaterial aspects of nature, at 
form. And that leads you out of 
materialism.”

God’s plans for you
Don’t fall for the lies of materialist 

pseudoscience anymore. Embrace 
the evidence of a divine Creator and 
His testimony in Scripture. Leave 
your old ways and confusion behind 
through the mercy and help of God 
the Father and His Son Jesus Christ. 
(See “Salvation in Christ, Not in Sci-
ence” on page 12.)

Yes, there is an infinite Mind 
behind the creation of the uni-
verse—a Master Designer exhibiting 
in His amazing handiwork inten-
tionality, purpose and planning. You 
are part of God’s incredible purpose. 
He has a plan for your life—and 
is planning still for your ultimate 
future with Him if you will accept it.

As God told His people long ago, 
so He declares to you today: “‘For I 
know the plans I have for you,’ says 
the Lord, ‘plans for well-being and 
not for trouble, to give you a future 
and a hope” (Jeremiah 29:11, New 
Life Version).

That hope is in a future beyond 
imagining. God’s ultimate purpose, 
as explained in our free study guide 
Why Were You Born?, is for all of 
us to become His divine sons and 
daughters, raised from this earthly 
existence into His eternal glory as 
His divine family to share dominion 
with Him over all creation!

Continued from page 9...
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