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WHY SHOULD I BELIEVE WHEN SCIENCE HAS DISPROVED 
CHRISTIANITY?        GENESIS 1:1-5, 2:7 

What we just watched about the universe reminds me of a story about President 
Theodore Roosevelt.  It’s said that when President Roosevelt entertained 
diplomatic guests at the White House he was fond of taking them out to the back 
lawn at the end of the day.  As the president stood gazing at the night sky, all 
eyes would eventually be cast heavenward.  In his day, the vast array of stars 
was not dimmed by the city lights, and the magnificent display of God's brilliant 
creation would overcome the party. After a long moment, Mr. Roosevelt would 
say, "Gentlemen, I believe we are small enough now. Let's go to bed." 

Our Lenten message series this year is entitled:  “Why Should I Believe?  A 
Fresh Look At Old Doubts.”  People who don’t follow Jesus have questions, 
doubts and issues that they believe justify not becoming His followers.  We’re 
dealing with perhaps the seven most common questions.  The Bible says that we 
should be prepared to give a reason for the hope that we have within us.  It 
doesn’t say argue with or attack people for their questions or doubts, but rather - 
patiently, respectfully, humbly – engage with them.  There’s another reason to 
ask and try to answer these questions.  Perhaps you’ve asked some or all of 
these yourself – either in the past or even today.  Christians have doubts, too.  
Doubt can be healthy if it encourages you to look for answers and come up with 
better explanations than you might have had in the past. My hope is that as we 
get closer and closer to Holy Week, Good Friday and Easter Sunday, your faith 
and mine will be built up and strengthened as we consider these questions and 
their answers.  So, today’s question is this:  Why should I believe when science 
has disproved Christianity?  Let me say this right at the beginning. I’m not a 
scientist so I do feel a little out of my depth.  I’ve tried to digest what I’ve read and 
tried to understand it for myself and present it to you today with as little scientific 
jargon as possible.  For me, the issues revolve around three questions. First… 
 
DO SCIENCE AND CHRISTIANITY CONFLICT? 
 
Certainly, many people in our culture would answer “yes” to that question.  But 
Christians can answer “Absolutely not!”  Why?  Well, first of all, it’s an historical 
fact that modern science is an invention of Christianity. Where did science first 
develop into an organized, sustained enterprise?  It first developed in Europe 
during the Middle Ages which, at that time, was dominated by Christianity.  From 
the Middle Ages up through the Enlightenment – a period of several hundred 
years – organized Christianity did more for science than any other institution.  
 
The first professional scientists were overwhelmingly Christian and they saw their 
work as the fulfillment of their calling as Christians.  The greatest scientific 
breakthroughs have largely been the work of Christian scientists and many 
leading scientists have been, or are today, Christian.  Copernicus, who was the 
first scientist to suggest that the earth revolved around the sun, was a church 
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leader at the cathedral in Krakow, Poland.  Johannes Kepler, a mathematician 
and astronomer who discovered the laws of planetary motion, was a devout 
Christian.  Isaac Newton, perhaps the greatest single scientist of all time, wrote 
commentaries on the biblical books of Daniel and Revelation and thought his 
discoveries showed the creative genius of God.  Today, geneticist Francis 
Collins, who is a former atheist turned evangelical Christian, heads up the 
National Institute of Health in our country.  He is renowned for his achievements 
in biomedical research and leadership in human genome research. 
 
Modern science emerged out of Christian civilization because Christianity 
believes in an all powerful, personal God who created and now sustains an 
orderly universe.  All scientific reasoning today is based on this assumption that 
the universe is rational.  Scientists today take for granted the idea that the 
universe operates according to laws and that these laws can be understood by 
the human mind.  Where did Western culture get this faith in a unified, ordered 
and understandable universe? Christianity!  It was and is our faith that advanced 
the idea of a universe that makes sense, because it was created by an orderly, 
rational and understandable God. 
 
Do science and Christianity conflict?  Christians respond, secondly, that any 
conflict is the result of an agenda.  Yes, it’s common today to hear that there’s 
some kind of war going on between science and Christianity.  It’s indeed a very 
powerful cultural myth no doubt fueled by battles that get fought over whether 
creation science or intelligent design should be taught in schools alongside 
evolution, or because of stem-cell research, or because of abortion and the 
question of when human life begins.  You could blame some of it on the media 
today which is always seeking out potential conflict and helping to create it even 
it doesn’t exist.  Creating conflict between science and Christianity is not an 
intellectual necessity, by any means, but it certainly is a cultural strategy by 
individuals and groups in our culture that want to undermine Christianity at any 
opportunity.  In a moment we’ll think about philosophical evolution which is 
probably the movement that does the most to promote this supposed conflict. 
 
Do science and Christianity conflict?  Not at all!  On the contrary, Christians can 
truly answer that it’s absolutely possible to believe in both God and science.  
There’s evidence that the majority of scientists consider themselves deeply or 
moderately religious and their numbers are on the rise.  There is absolutely no 
need for a conflict between true science and a devout faith in the Lord Jesus 
Christ.  Hugh Siefkin, a nuclear physicist, put it succinctly, “My faith can be 
summed up in this one paradox: I believe in science and I believe in God. I plan 
to continue testifying to both.”  Whenever this question about science and God 
comes up, sooner or later it seems, you get to the whole issue of evolution.  So a 
second important question gets asked and needs to be answered.  It’s this one… 
 
DOES EVOLUTION MAKE GOD UNNECESSARY? 
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To my way of thinking, the answer depends on what kind of evolution you are 
talking about.  I distinguish between two kinds of evolution - scientific evolution 
and philosophical evolution – because the answer is different.  From the 
perspective of scientific evolution, the answer to that question is “No.”  From the 
perspective of philosophical evolution, the answer, sadly, is “Yes.”   
 
What can you say about scientific evolution?  First of all, it’s a scientific theory 
about how life has developed on our planet.  Evolution makes sense of two huge 
facts about life.  First of all, all living things from flowers to hummingbirds to 
human beings are formed from the same genetic material.  All life has a unity 
about it.  At the same time, secondly, living creatures exhibit incredible diversity.  
Just think about all the different species of dogs out there as one example.  
Evolution accounts both for the similarities as well as the differences between all 
forms of life.  It suggests that the presence of these common characteristics 
means that all life descended from a common ancestor.  It also explains the 
difference between all forms of life by suggesting that creatures evolved new 
traits over long periods of time under the pressure to survive. 
 
Turn with me to Genesis 2:7 which tells us how God created the first human 
being.  Now in Genesis 1, we learn that God most certainly created the universe 
out of nothing.  But, according to Genesis 2:7, God didn’t create the bodies of 
human beings out of nothing. God used existing substances in nature – the dust 
of the earth - to create human beings.  The Bible doesn’t refute evolution’s claim 
that the physical bodies of human beings are made up of atoms and molecules 
and share the same DNA found in earthworms, whales and monkeys. What 
makes human beings different, according to the Bible, is that God breathed spirit 
or soul into us.  That’s a claim that scientific evolution has no ability to address.  
Does there have to be some great theological problem in admitting that the 
physicality of human beings is derived from other creatures?  Doesn’t our 
likeness to God – being created in His image – refer to our spiritual nature rather 
than our physical body?   
 
That leads me to a second statement about scientific evolution that might 
surprise and even trouble you, but hang in there with me.  Scientific evolution 
isn’t necessarily incompatible with Christianity.  I would venture to guess that 
many of us here today have grown up believing that it’s impossible to believe that 
God created the universe and accept evolution.  It’s important to know that 
conservative Christians who have a high view of Scripture are not of one mind on 
this matter. Yes, there are those who believe in what is called “creation science.” 
It says God created all life in six, literal 24 hour days and that the Earth is only 
some 6,000 years old. More recently, other Christians advocate “intelligent 
design” which argues that all the scientific evidence points to a supernatural 
being who created the universe and dismisses scientific evolution as a theory 
with too many limitations and inconsistencies.   
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And then, you have other Christians, who essentially accept evolution and see it 
as the best scientific explanation out there of how God managed or processed 
creation.  From what I understand, that’s pretty much the position of the Roman 
Catholic Church.  Yes, I know we have theological differences with Roman 
Catholicism; nevertheless, it is a conservative Christian theology with a high view 
of Scripture.  All I’m saying is that as a theory, scientific evolution isn’t inherently 
hostile to Christianity.  Far from disproving our belief that God designed the 
universe and this world, evolution can actually reveal a possible way by which 
that design has been executed.  You can most certainly believe that God created 
the universe and everything in it and, at the same time, simply see evolution as 
one possible explanation of how it happened.  That insight might help you when 
you’re talking to a non-Christian who thinks he or she has to give up evolution in 
order to become a follower of Jesus.  I could be wrong, but I just don’t think the 
truth of Christianity stands or falls on whether you believe in evolution or not.  If 
you can get your friend to see that there is indeed a God, that He has revealed 
Himself supremely in Jesus, and that Jesus died on the cross and rose again 
from the dead to bring human beings back to God, that’s the main thing.  Your 
friend can go ahead and cross that line of faith and let the Holy Spirit work out 
the evolution issue at a later time.   
 
One more point about scientific evolution:  it’s limited.  Here’s what scientific 
evolution cannot do. It cannot explain how life began.  The simplest living cell is 
one of the most complicated structures on Earth and points, in my humble 
opinion, to a Divine Designer and Creator.  Scientific evolution can not explain 
human consciousness. How is that we human beings can perceive and 
experience the world around us? How did unconscious life transform itself into 
conscious life?   And, scientific evolution cannot explain human rationality and 
morality.  How did reason develop and from where did we get our sense that 
some things are right and some things are wrong?  Scientific evolution is not 
equipped to answer those questions and is content to not even try. 

Science writer John Lennox explains the scope and limits of science with the 
following story:  “Let us imagine that Aunt Matilda has made a beautiful cake, and 
we take it along to be analyzed by a group of the world's top scientists …. The 
nutrition scientists will tell us about the number of calories in the cake and its 
nutritional effect; the biochemists will inform us about the structure of proteins, 
fats, in the cake … the physicists will be able to analyze the cake in terms of 
fundamental particles; and the mathematicians will no doubt offer us a set of 
elegant equations to describe the behavior of those particles…. But suppose I 
now ask the assembled group of experts a final question:  Why was the cake 
made? The grin on Aunt Matilda's face shows she knows the answer, for she 
made it for a purpose. But all the scientists in the world will not be able to answer 
that question—and it is no insult to their disciplines to state their incapacity to 
answer it. Their disciplines … cannot answer the "why" questions connected with 
the purpose for which the cake was made. In fact, the only way we shall ever get 
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an answer is if Aunt Matilda reveals it to us. But if she does not disclose the 
answer to us, the fact is that no amount of scientific analysis will enlighten us.” 

But a second kind of evolution disagrees:  philosophical evolution.  In my humble 
estimation, this is the “bad guy” in this whole issue about science and 
Christianity.  Why is it bad?  First of all, it goes beyond science.  It kind of 
kidnaps or high jacks scientific evolution and turns it into an all encompassing 
theory that tries to explain absolutely everything and all reality in terms of the 
scientific method. When you do that, you’ve left the field of science and entered 
into philosophy.  True science looks for natural explanations to everything around 
us which is fine and dandy.  It can give us some great insights. True science 
doesn’t claim to be a full description of reality - just one aspect of reality.  But 
philosophical evolution takes it in another direction by saying that only the 
scientific view of reality is real, possible or believable. 
 
Even more troubling is the fact that, secondly, philosophical evolution advances 
an atheistic agenda.  It pushes the idea that science is the only and complete 
framework for understanding reality, so that any unscientific claims are 
automatically rejected.  This is why some scientists completely dismiss the idea 
of miracles.  Now, if you believe there is a God, then miracles are no great 
hurdle. Of course, God has the power to suspend the natural laws He Himself 
has created.  But if there is no God, then miracles are impossible.  Philosophical 
evolutionists tell us that we believe in God only because such a belief helped our 
ancestors survive and adapt to their environment.  They say God makes sense to 
us not because He is really there, but only because that belief has gotten 
hardwired into our minds through evolution.   
 
Clearly, philosophical evolution is absolutely incompatible with Christianity. The 
Bible clearly teaches that there is a personal God who is the great Creator of all 
things.  It tells us we can learn a lot about who God is just up observing what He 
has made.  For instance, in the book of Psalms we read, “The heavens declare 
the glory of God; the skies proclaim the work of his hands.  Day after day they 
pour forth speech; night after night they reveal knowledge….  In the beginning 
you laid the foundations of the earth, and the heavens are the work of your 
hands.”  (Ps.19:1-2, 102:25 NIV) The Bible says, “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.” (Rom 1:20 NIV)  Furthermore, advocates of philosophical 
evolution say that if evolution is true then there is no evidence for God, no life 
after death, no absolute foundation for right or wrong and no ultimate meaning for 
life.  Let’s face it, some very intelligent scientists are spiritually lost and will 
gravitate towards anything and everything that allows them to avoid and reject 
who God is what He’s done in Jesus Christ.  Lee Strobel, a former atheist and 
now Christian author and pastor, says, “I was more than happy to latch onto 
Darwinism as an excuse to jettison the idea of God so that I could… pursue my 
own agenda in life without moral constraints.”  Now, here’s a third question. 
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CAN SCIENCE POINT TO GOD’S EXISTENCE? 
 
I believe the answer is a resounding “Yes!”  It’s true that there are no scientific 
proofs for God that will convince all rational persons, but there are abundant and 
compelling clues – scientific and other ones.  It’s also true that these clues don’t 
prove that God is the God described in the Bible.   But here’s the thing:  if you 
don’t believe in the God of the Bible, these clues become an inexplicable 
problem for you. If you do believe in the God of the Bible, they make perfect 
sense. Let me mention just two big, compelling clues that come from science. 
 
First of all, there’s the clue of the Big Bang.  I’ll let scientist Francis Collins 
explain it to you.  “We have this very solid conclusion that the universe had an 
origin, the Big Bang. Fifteen billion years ago, the universe began in an 
unimaginably bright flash of energy from an infinitesimally small point.  That 
implies that before that, there was nothing.  I can’t imagine how nature, in this 
case the universe, could have created itself.  And the very fact that the universe 
had a beginning implies that someone was able to begin it.  And it seems to me 
that had to be outside of nature.”  The Big Bang is a stunning scientific 
confirmation of Genesis 1.  Let’s read Genesis 1:1-5.  The Bible suggests that 
the universe was created in an explosion of light and energy, that  
the universe came into existence at a particular instance in time as an act of 
voluntary creation by an already existing supernatural being and that light 
preceded the creation of our own sun. The biblical account of how the universe 
was created is substantially correct from a scientific perspective. True, the Bible 
isn’t a science textbook, but what it does say about creation turns out to be 
accurate from a scientific viewpoint.   
 
Secondly, there’s the clue of a designed and friendly universe. Again, here’s 
what scientist Francis Collins says, “When you look from the perspective of a 
scientist at the universe, it looks as if it knew we were coming. There are 15 
constants – the gravitational constant, various constants about the strong and 
weak nuclear forces, etc. – that have precise values.  If any one of those 
constants was off by even one part in a million, or in some cases, by one part in 
a million million, the universe could not have actually come to the point where we 
see it.  Matter would not have been able to coalesce; there would have been no 
galaxy, stars, planets or people.”  Science makes it clear that the universe has 
been fine tuned for human habitation.  And what about the origin of life on Earth?  
Philosophical evolutionists say it just happened by chance over billions of years.  
But the evidence points compellingly to a Designer.  I’m told that every protein 
molecule – an element necessary for life – contains 1500 amino acids.  The 
probability of linking together by chance just one hundred amino acids – not all 
1500, just 100-  to create one protein molecule necessary for one living cell 
would be the same odds as a blindfolded man finding one marked grain of sand 
somewhere in the entire Sahara Desert and doing it not just once, but three 
different times!  Science itself provides some marvelous, compelling clues that 
point us straight to God’s existence and, ultimately, to the God of the Bible.  
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I’ve mentioned scientist Francis Collins a few times in today’s message. I was 
intrigued to learn how he himself came to faith in Christ. As a gifted medical 
student, Collins thought it was "convenient to not have to deal with God." But 
then, after one of his patients told Collins about her faith, she asked him, "What 
about you? What do you believe?" Collins says that he stuttered, stammered and 
felt the color rising in his face. He said, “Well, I don't think I believe in anything.”  
But he realized that seemed like a very thin answer. And that was unsettling. 
After a long period of searching, which included grilling a pastor and reading C.S. 
Lewis, Collins finally came to Christ after watching the beauty of creation. This is 
Collin's own description of that life-changing encounter: “I had to make a choice. 
A full year had passed since I decided to believe in some sort of God, and now I 
was being called to account. On a beautiful fall day, as I was hiking in the 
Cascade Mountains during my first trip west of the Mississippi, the majesty and 
beauty of God's creation overwhelmed my resistance. As I rounded a corner and 
saw a beautiful and unexpected frozen waterfall, hundreds of feet high, I knew 
the search was over. The next morning, I knelt in the dewy grass as the sun rose 
and surrendered to Jesus Christ.” 
 
A couple of observations from that story.  First, it was the beauty and design of 
creation that convinced this brilliant scientist of God’s existence and moved him 
towards faith in Jesus. Far more disproving Christianity, science itself gives us 
clues about who God is and what God has done.  Second, God used one of His 
children to ask a well-timed question that started Francis Collins on his journey 
towards faith.  Funny… we often think that in sharing our faith with non-Christians 
that we have to have all the answers and we get all intimidated by that.  
Sometimes we just have to ask the right questions and God does the rest! 
 


