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Asking the
Crucia Questions

he discovery was stunning. For

10 days astronomers had care-

fully trained the Hubble Space

Telescope on atiny patch of sky
that appeared no larger than agrain of sand
held at arm’slength. Focusing on aspot
near the Big Dipper wheretheview
wouldn’t be obstructed by nearby planets
or stars, the scientists used the giant orbit-
ing telescope'sinstruments to methodi-
caly gather 342 exposures, averaging
15to 40 minuteslong. They patiently
recorded miniscule points of light four
billion timesfainter than detectable with
the human eye.

They hoped to find answersto funda:
mental questions about the universe. How
vadtisit? How far might webe ableto see
in our search for galaxiesbillions of light-
yearsfrom our own? Could they find clues
to the origin of the universe and our own
Milky Way gdaxy?

The astronomers were awestruck when
the hundreds of images were combined
and thefruits of their labors were revesl ed.
Before them was an astounding image.
Thetiny speck of sky scrutinized in such
careful detail by man’smost powerful tele-
scope contained akal el doscope of hun-
dreds upon hundreds of galaxies of various
shapes, Szesand colors. Looking through
a“tube’ of sky roughly the diameter of a
human hair, they counted no fewer than
1,500 galaxies.

Exploring the detectablelimits of time
and space, they concluded that the faintest
galaxiesthey had recorded were morethan
10 billion light years away. Some of the
brighter oneswere quite close, only 2.5
billion light years distant.

Even more astonishing, scientists con-
cluded that the universe containsfar more
galaxiesthan we can imagine—at least 100
billion and quite possibly far more.

How big are those numbers? To put
them in perspective, if you counted gal ax-
iesat therate of one per second for 24
hours, you would take dmost 32 years of
such counting to reach onebillion. You
would spend more than three centuriesto
reach 100 billion galaxies, and that isonly
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the estimated number of galaxiesin the
universe. The average Milky Way—sized
galaxy isthought to contain 200 billion
starsand untold numbers of planets.

Such astounding numbers quickly
outgrow our limited comprehension and
imagination.

Fundamental questions about origins

Who among us has not gazed up into
the nighttime sky and wondered why we
are here?What isour placein the universe?
What isthe purpose of life?

At atime of an astounding increase
of knowledge about the universe, philoso-
phers, scientistsand other thinkers ask
these same questions. The assumptions
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Why were you born? Why do you exist?
People have asked these questions for cen-
turies, but few have found the answers.

they have drawn from traditional scientific
understanding and thoughtful reasoning
have been tried and found wanting.

British theoretical physcist Stephen
Hawking, author of the best-sdller A Brief
History of Time: Fromthe Big Bang to
Black Holes, consders some of thesevitd
questions: “Wefind oursalvesin abewil -
deringworld,” hewrites. “Wewant to
make sense of what we see around us and
to ask: What isthe nature of the universe?
What isour placeinit and wheredidit and
we comefrom?’ (1988, p. 171).

People have asked questionsrelating to
our existence sincethe dawn of history. But
rarely have they been so well expressed as
by the eminent scientigts, higtoriansand
philosophers of our age.

Professor Hawking doesnot claim
to have dl the answers. But, through his
extraordinary scientific knowledge and
ability—especidly inthefields of astro-
physics, cosmology and mathematics—
he askstheright questions.

Heisnot the only scientist to ponder
these fundamentd questions. Thelate Carl
Sagan, dso abrilliant scientist and best-
sdling author, wrotein hisintroductionto
Professor Hawking's book: “We go about
our daily lives understanding amost noth-
ing of theworld. We givelittle thought to
the machinery that generatesthe sunlight
that makeslife possible, to the gravity
that glues usto an earth that would other-
wise send us spinning off into space, or to
the atoms of which we are made and on
whose stability we fundamentally depend”
(ibid., p. ix).

Professor Sagan dedicated hislifeto
bringing scientific thought to the nonscien-
tific public. Notice another of hisobserva:
tions. “ Except for children (who don't
know enough not to ask theimportant
questions), few of us spend much time
wondering why natureistheway it is,
where the cosmos came from, or whether
itwasdwayshere..” (ibid.).

Perhaps most of usfed unqualified to
weigh the mysteries of the universe, that
wewould bewasting our time. But that's
not true. Thisintellectua curiosity comes
with the territory of being human. You
should ask the questions, and you should
have the answers.

Professor Hawking emphasized this
point in the last pages of A Brief History
of Time: “. .. If we do discover acomplete
theory [that explains everything], it should
in time be understandablein broad princi-
ple by everyone, not just afew scientists.
Thenweshall dl, philosophers, scientists,
and just ordinary people, be ableto take
part in the discussion of the question of
why it isthat we and the universe exigt”

(p. 175, emphasis added).

He concludes: “If wefind the answer
to that, it would be the ultimate triumph of
human reason—for then wewould know
themind of God” (ibid., emphasisadded).
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A question of consequence

British historian Paul Johnson recently
wrote A Higtory of the Jews. Within its
pages he, too, asks some of humanity’s
most important questions. “What arewe
on earth for?Ishistory merely aseries of
eventswhose sumismeaningless?. .. Or
isthereaprovidentia plan of whichweare,
however humbly, the agents?’ (1997, p. 2).

Isthislifedl thereis, or isthere some-
thing more?If thereis something more,
how should awareness of that something
impact your life? Arewemissing avita
perspective when we review the pages of
human history?

These are fundamentd questions
indeed. Have you squardly faced them?
Why arewe here? Isthere apurpose for
our lives?What isour destiny, and isthat
destiny inextricably linked withthe exis-
tence of God?We need to ask and seek
answersto these questions. Their answers
have serious consequencesthat should
profoundly affect theway welive.

But where do we begin? How do we
answer that mogt basic of al questions:
Does God exig? IsHeredl; doesHelive?
If s0, what isHelike? DoesHe have aplan
for you?

We can find the answersto these ques-
tions. Evidence of God'sexistenceisavail-
able. Let'slook at some of the evidence,
asking and answering questions so basic
to our search for meaning and purpose.

The Hubble Space Telescope (above right)
has captured astounding images of the
universe. The photo at right, discussed in
the introduction, shows galaxies 10 billion
light years from our own. The gaseous
“pillars of creation,” below, are thought
to be a birthplace for newly forming stars.
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Evidence in Plain Sight

n recent centuries philosophers have

tried to answer the mgjor questions

about mankind's existence and place

in the universe. What approach have
they taken?

Their fundamental premise has been
that thereisno God. Leaving no room for
anything we cannot see, hear or fed,
or messure through scientific meth-
ods, they have believed the answers
could be found through human rea
son. Using man’s ability to reason,
withitsnatura prejudice againgt
God (see“Man'sNatura Hodlility
Toward God,” page 24), they con-
cluded that the universe came from
nothing, life evolved from inert mat-
ter, and reason itself isour best guide
to finding our way.

In hisrecent book A Quest
for God, historian Paul Johnson
observes: “ Theexistence or non-
exisence of God isthe most impor-
tant question we humansare ever
asked to answer. If God doesexis,
andif in consequencewe are cdled

agang it?How any evidenceisweighed
and evduaediscriticd to thevalidity of
any conclusonswe reach onthismogt
important matter. We must look &t argu-
mentsfor and againgt God'sexistence
without resorting to prejudiced premises
orillogica conclusons.

Why do we live in a universe of such precision and order?
Why is the universe not random, chaotic and unpre-
dictable, as we would expect to find if we are nothing
more than the result of blind chance and lucky accidents?

reasons, “Biology isthe sudy of com-
plicated thingsthat give the appearance
of having been designed for a purpose’
(Dawkins, p. 1, emphas s added).

While admitting thet living things
givethe appearance of purposeful design,
Professor Dawkins does not consder the
obvious—that, if they appear to
have been designed, maybethey
were designed.

Denying or recoghizing
the obvious?

Professor Dawkins backhanded
acknowledgment thet living organ-
isms* overwhelmingly impress
uswith the gppearance of design
asif by amaster watchmaker,” as
heputit (p. 21), isnot dismissed
0 lightly by many other scientigts.
They seethe overwhelming pres-
enceof intricate designin the uni-
verseasapowerful indicator of an
intelligent Designer.

A growing trend among
researchersin biology, physics,

to another lifewhenthisoneends, a
momentous set of consequencesfollows,
which should affect every day, every
moment almogt, of our earthly existence.
Our lifethen becomesamere preparation
for eternity and must be conducted through-
out with our futureinview” (1996, p. 1,
emphasis added).

Canweredly understand the answers
to the most important questions of lifewith-
out at least being willing to examinethe
question of the existence of God, whois
described inthe Bible ashaving given
uslife and having crested usin Hisown
image? (Geness 1:26-27). Human reason,
however, automeaticaly dismissestheidea
of God asthe Creator who hasapurposefor
man and the universe. With thet utter disre-
gard for God have come unforeseen—and
tragic—consequences.

Canwefind solid evidence of God'sexis
tence?If so, where do welook for it, and
what isthe nature of that evidence?What is
our attitude toward the evidence, and how
doesthat influencetheway welive?

Evaluating the evidence

How doesthe evidencefor God'sexis-
tence measure up to the evidence presented

Prejudice works both ways. Many
peoplewho believein God'sexistence fed
compelled to defend their point of view
inirrationa ways. They hurt their cause
by doing so. In like manner, many who
bdievethereisno God refuseto givethe
evidence of Hisexigence afair hearing.

In both instances, shalow prgudiceis
therea enemy.

Richard Dawkins, professor of zoology
a Oxford University and an aggressive
proponent of the theory of evolution, wrote
The Blind Watchmaker: Why the Evidence
of Evolution Revealsa Universe Without
Dedgn. Hesumsup theatheigtic view
toward human origins and existence:

“Naturd sdlection, the blind, uncon-
scious, automatic processwhich Darwin
discovered, and which we now know is
the explanation for the existence and appar-
ently purposeful form of dl life, hasno pur-
posein mind. It hasno mind and no mind's
eye. It doesnot plan for thefuture. It hasno
vison, nor foresight, nosight at dl. If it can
be said to play therole of watchmaker in
nature, it isthe blind watchmaker” (1986,
p. 5, emphasisin origind).

However, to avoid accepting uncom-
fortable evidence of God'sexigence, he
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astronomy, botany, chemistry and other
major disciplinesis study and debate over
the complexity and orderlinessthey find at
every level throughout the universe. Writers
and scientists use the term anthropic prin-
cipleto describe what, from al observa
tions and appearances, areauniverse and
planet findly tuned for life—human life

in particular.

Paul Davies, professor of mathemetical
physicsat Augrdid s University of Ade-
laide, summarizesthe growing findings
of scientigtsfrom many fields: “A long
list of additiond ‘lucky accidents and
‘coincidences hasbeen compiled . . . Taken
together, they provide impressive evidence
that life aswe know it depends very sens-
tively on theform of thelaws of physics,
and on some seemingly fortuitous accidents
intheactua vauesthat nature has chosen
for various particle masses, force strengths,
andsoon...

“Sufficeit to say that, if we could play
God, and select vauesfor these quantities
a whim by twiddling aset of knobs, we
would find that almosgt all knob settings
would render the universe uninhabitable.

In some casesit seemsasif the different
knobs have to be fine-tuned to enormous
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precisonif theuniverseisto be such that
lifewill flourish” (The Mind of God: The
Scientific Basisfor a Rational World, 1992,
pp. 199-200, emphasis added).

A world of design and purpose

Isour complex universe really thework
of ablind watchmaker, as some contend?
Isthet what we view about usevery day?
Islife on earth smply the product of
chance, with no purpose and planning,
no control or consequences?

Accumulating evidenceto the contrary
isleading more and more scientigtsto ques-
tion assumptions popular in scientific cir-
clesfor years. Although few arewilling to
admit compelling evidence of God'sexis-
tence, many are admitting that everywhere
they look they see evidence of aworld that
givesthe appearance of intricate design
down to thetiniest details (see“A Planet
Perfect for Life” page6).

The Bible acknowledges the obvious
whenit presents uswith an explanation of
life quite different from that espoused by
Professor Dawkins. It presentsthe universe
asthe handiwork of a Creator.

“Whence arisesdl the order and beaty
weseeintheworld?’ asked Sir Issac New-
ton. Thequestionisnaturd, and it was asked
by abdieving scientist who recognized the
necessity of acausefor every effect. Actions
have consequences. Anintricately crafted
universe pointsto anintelligent Designer.

Albert Eingtein aso marveled et the
order and harmony heand hisfellow scien-
tists observed throughout the universe. He
noted thet the religiousfedling of the scien-
tis “takestheform of argpturous amaze-
ment &t the harmony of natura law, which
revedsanintelligence of such superiority
that, compared withit, al the systematic
thinking and acting of human beingsis
an utterly inggnificant reflection” (The
Quotable Eingtein, Alice Cdgorice, editor,
1996, p. 151).

Martin Rees, professor of astronomy at
Cambridge University, and science writer
John Gribbin, discussing how finely tuned
sientigts have found the universe to be,
notethat “the conditionsin our Universe
redly do seemto be uniquely suitablefor
lifeformslike oursalves, and perhgpseven
for any form of organic complexity . .. Is
the Universetailor-made for man?’ (Cos-
mic Coincidences: Dark Matter, Mankind,
and Anthropic Cosmology, 1989, p. 269,
emphasisinorigind).

Professor Davies expressed it thisway:
“Through my scientific work | have come

to believe more and more strongly thet the
physical universeis put together with an
ingenuity so astonishing that | cannot accept
it merely asbrutefact. Theremug, it seems
tome, beadesper level of explanation.
Whether onewishesto call that deeper level
‘God' isametter of taste and definition. . .
[1] believethat we human beings are built
into the schemeof thingsinavery basic
way” (TheMind of God: The Scientific
Bagsfor a Rational World, p. 16).

No wonder British astrophysicist Sir
Fred Hoyle says. “A common senseinter-
pretation of the facts suggeststhat a super-
intellect has monkeyed with the physics, as
well aswith chemistry and biology, and that
thereare no blind forcesworth speaking
about in nature. The numbersone
caculatesfrom thefactsseemtomeso
overwhelming asto put thisconcluson
almost beyond question” (Fred Heeren,
Show Me God: What the Message From
Sacels Teling Us About God, 1997,
frontispiece, emphasis added).

The persistence of unbelief

Yet the belief stubbornly persgtsthat
God isnot needed. Harvard University pae-
ontologist Stephen Jay Gould summarizes
hisatheistic viewpoint: “No intervening
spirit watcheslovingly over the affairs|of
mankind)]. No vital forces prope evolution-
ary change. And whatever we think of God,
hisexigenceisnot manifest in the products
of nature’ (Darwin'sLegacy, Charles
Hamrum, editor, 1983, pp. 6-7).

Supportersof evolution liketo point out
thet acceptance of theideaof adivine Cre-
ator requiresfaith in someone or something
we cannot see. Yet they arefar from com-
fortable admitting that al who bdlieve that
life evolved from inert metter havefaithin
atheory thet cannot be proven—and is
founded on far morefragile evidencethan
that which supportsthefaith of believers
inaCregtor.

Evolutionigs faith assumesthat our
unimaginably complex universe created
itsdlf or somehow cameto exigt from
nothing. They firmly believein achain of
circumgtancesthet defiesnot only logic, but
aso fundamentd laws of physicsand biol-
ogy. (For adoser look &t the creation-evolu-
tion controversy, be sureto request your free
copy of thebooklet Creation or Evolution:
Does|t Really Matter What You Believe?)

Evolution hasbecome, inared sense,
another religion. Thefaith of itsfollowersis
rooted in an unsubgtantiated belief thet the
incredible universe, including the world

around usteeming with anintricate variety
of life, istheresult of blind, random chance.
It can offer norationa explanation for where
the metter came from that made possiblethe
universe and the supposed evolution of life.
Sidestepping theissue of where matter
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Is life on earth the product of chance?
Evolutionists would have us believe that
the beauty and orderliness we see all
around us are unplanned and accidental.

and the universe originated, proponents of
evolution begin with an existing universe
operating according to harmoniousand
predictablelaws. They recognizethat those
lawsexist and function flawlesdy. Yet they
haven't the dightest idea.of their origin.
They chooseto ignore the overwheming
evidencethat agreat intelligenceisbehind
these orderly and harmoniouslaws.

Our universeworkslikeagiant watch.
Thelagt 40 years of space exploration
has shown the precision of the universe.
Itisbecause of thispredictability that
NASA canrely on split-second timing when
launching men into gpace and sending
Spacecraft to explore planets so far away that
it sometimestakesyearsto reach them even
at gpeeds of thousands of milesper hour.

Evidence of natural laws

Agtonishingly precise physicd lavs
governtheuniverse. AsEingein put it: “My
religion condsts of ahumble admiration
of theillimitable superior spirit who reveds
himsdf inthedight detailswe are ableto
perceivewith our frail and fecbleminds.
That deeply emotiond conviction of the
presence of asuperior reasoning power,
whichisrevededintheincomprehensible
universe, formsmy ideaof God” (The
Quotable Eingtein, p. 161).

Agtronomers can predict with amazing
precison when acomet will return to our
sky. Scientists can send spacecraft toland
on other planetsor orbit bodies millions of
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A Planet Perfect for Life

blind watchmaker or no watchmaker
at all? Could it be strictly the result of
blind chance?

Some scientists have concluded that
earth may be the only planet in the uni-
verse that harbors life because the condi-
tions necessary for life are so exacting that
the possibility of life on other planets is
infinitesimal.

C ould life on earth be the product of a

Earth's atmosphere

Earth's atmosphere is
one way our planet is
finely tuned for life. No
other planet in our solar
system has anything
remotely like it. High in
the atmosphere, ozone
blocks  cancer-causing
radiation  emanating
from the sun. The atmo-
sphere shields us from
meteors, burning up the
overwhelming majority
long before they reach
earth. Otherwise they
would cause great dam-
age and loss of life.

Our atmosphere con-
tains a mixture of gases
in perfect proportions to
sustain life. Oxygen
makes up 21 percent of
our air. Without oxygen,
all animate life—includ-
ing humans—would die

site, breathing in oxygen and exhaling car-
bon dioxide. Plant life sustains human and
animal life and vice versa in a magnificent,
precise, self-sustaining cycle.

Even the thickness of the earth’s crust
plays a partin regulating our atmosphere. If
earth’s crust were much thicker, it would
hoard oxygen below the surface as oxides.
But a thinner crust would leave us suscepti-

Unlike every other planet yet discovered, earth is a shimmering blue ball
finely tuned for life to exist and thrive. Is this fine tuning accidental?

making its gravity slightly stronger, hydro-
gen, a light gas, would be unable to escape
earth’s gravity and would collect in our
atmosphere, making it inhospitable to life.
Yet, if earth were only slightly smaller, oxy-
gen—necessary for life—would escape, and
water would evaporate. Thus, if earth were
slightly larger or smaller, human life could
not have existed on earth.

The earth travels
through space at 66,600
miles an hour as it orbits
the sun. That speed per-
fectly offsets the sun’s
gravitational pull and
keeps earth’s orbit the
proper distance from the
sun. If earth’s speed were
less, it would be gradu-
ally pulled toward the
sun, eventually scorching
and extinguishing life.
Mercury, the planet clos-
est to the sun, has a
daytime temperature
of about 600 degrees
Fahrenheit.

On the other hand,
if earth’s speed were
greater, it would in time
move farther away from
the sun to become a
frozen wasteland like
Pluto, with a temperature
of about minus- 300
degrees, also eliminating
all life.

in minutes. But too
much oxygen is toxic and makes com-
bustible materials more flammable. If the
proportion of oxygen in the air increased to
only 24 percent, destructive fires would fre-
quently break out and be much harder to
bring under control. Objects around us
could literally burst into flame.

Nitrogen, making up 78 percent of
earth’s atmosphere, dilutes the oxygen
and serves a vital function as a fertilizer for
plants. During thunderstorms millions of
lightning bolts around the earth each day
combine some nitrogen with oxygen, cre-
ating compounds that are then washed
to earth by rain, where they can be utilized
by plants.

Carbon dioxide makes up much of the
rest of our atmosphere. Without it plant life
would be impossible. Plants require carbon
dioxide, which they take in while giving off
oxygen. Animals and humans are the oppo-

ble to frequent earthquakes and devastat-
ing volcanoes that would permeate our
atmosphere with volcanic ash.

How important is the precise balance in
our atmosphere? Our neighboring planet
Venus suffers from what is thought to be a
runaway greenhouse effect in which heat is
trapped and cannot escape. One NASA
astronomer noted that our sterile, lifeless
moon “is a friendly place compared to
Venus, where, from skies forty kilometers
high a rain of concentrated sulfuric acid falls
toward a surface that is as hot as boiling
lead” (Robert Jastrow, God and the
Astronomers, 1992, p. 117).

Earth's size and position

Another condition that makes the earth
hospitable for life is its size, which deter-
mines its gravity and in turn affects its
atmosphere. If earth were only a little larger,
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As earth rotates in its
orbit, it is tilted at a 23.5-degree angle rela-
tive to the sun. Although not a direct factor
in whether life is possible, the angle creates
the change of seasons we are able to enjoy.
Were the earth not tilted, our climate
would always be the same, with no change
of seasons. If the tilt were greater, summers
would be considerably hotter and winters
much colder, wreaking havoc on plant cycles
and agriculture.

Life-sustaining water

So many of earth’s forms of life are
dependent on an environment in which lig-
uid water is stable. This means that earth
must not be too close or too far from the
sun. Astronomers estimate that, if the dis-
tance from earth to the sun changed by as
little as 2 percent, all life would be extin-
guished as water either froze or evaporated.

Another factor making life on earth pos-
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system, earth has an abundance of
life-sustaining water.

sible is frozen water’s set of unusual charac-
teristics. Ice is such a common substance
that most of us do not stop to consider that
the balance of life depends on the simple
chemical properties of ice.

Ice is one of the few substances that
expands when frozen. Most substances
when frozen become more dense and sink
when placed in a container of the same sub-
stance in liquid form. But not ice. Since water
expands by one tenth its volume when
frozen, frozen water has the unusual char-
acteristic of floating on top of liquid water.
When rivers and lakes freeze in the winter,
they freeze from the top down. If ice acted
like almost all other compounds, it would
sink, and rivers and lakes would freeze from
the bottom up. All bodies of water would
eventually become solid bodies of ice,
eliminating most life as we know it.

Astronomer Hugh Ross points out some
of the other ways earth is perfectly bal-
anced for life to exist: “As biochemists now

concede, for life molecules to operate so
that organisms can live requires an envi-
ronment where liquid water is stable. This
means that a planet cannot be too close to
its star or too far away. In the case of planet
Earth, a change in the distance from the
sun as small as 2 percent would rid the
planet of all life ...

“The rotation period of a life-supporting
planet cannot be changed by more than a
few percent. If the planet takes too long to
rotate, temperature differences between
day and night will be too great. On the
other hand, if the planet rotates too rapidly,
wind velocities will rise to catastrophic lev-
els. A quiet day on Jupiter (rotation period
of ten hours), for example, generates thou-
sand mph winds . . ." (The Creator and the
Cosmos, 1993, pp. 135-136).

In contrast to Jupiter's 10-hour rotation,
our neighboring planet Venus rotates once
every 243 days. If earth’s rotation took as
long, plant life would be impossible
because of the extended darkness and
extremes of heat and cold from such long
days and nights.

Our amazing solar system

Dr. Ross describes how other planets in
our solar system play a vital role in preserv-
ing life on earth: “Late in 1993, planetary
scientists George Wetherell, of the
Carnegie Institution of Washington, D.C.,
made an exciting discovery about our solar
system. In observing computer simulations
of our solar system, he found that without
a Jupitersized planet positioned just
where it is, Earth would be struck about a
thousand times more frequently than it is
already by comets and comet debris. In
other words, without Jupiter, impacts such
as the one that wiped out the dinosaurs
would be common.

“Here is how the protection system
works. Jupiter is two and a half

The remarkable and intricate relationships between
earth’s plants and animals should lead us to ques-
tion how they could have developed by chance.

times more massive than all the
other planets combined.
Because of its huge mass, thus
huge gravity, and its location
between the earth and the
cloud of comets surrounding
the solar system, Jupiter either
draws comets (by gravity) to
collide with itself, as it did in
July 1994, or, more commonly, it
deflects comets (again by grav-
ity) right out of the solar system.
In Wetherell's words, if it were
not for Jupiter, ‘we wouldn't be
around to study the origin of
the solar system.’

“Neither would we be

around if it were not for the very high reg-
ularity in the orbits of both Jupiter and Sat-
urn. Also in July 1994, French astrophysicist
Jacques Laskar determined that if the outer
planets were less [orbitally] regular, then the
inner planets’ motions would be chaotic,
and Earth would suffer orbital changes so
extreme as to disrupt its climatic stability. In
other words, Earth’s climate would be
unsuitable for life .. .. Thus even the charac-
teristics of Jupiter and Saturn’s orbits must
fit within certain narrowly defined ranges
for life on Earth to be possible . . .

“The moon plays a critical role for life as
well. Our moon is unique among solar sys-
tem bodies in that it is so large relative to its
planet. As a result, our moon exerts a signif-
icant gravitational pull on Earth. Thanks to
this pull, coastal sea waters are cleansed and
their nutrients replenished, also the oblig-

Earth’s plant and animal life doesn't just
exist; it is a source of great beauty to us.

uity (tilt of the rotation axis relative to the
orbital plane) of Earth is stabilized (a critical
factor for avoiding climatic extremes).. . . So
we see that Earth is prepared for life
through a variety of finely tuned character-
istics of our galaxy, star, planet, and moon.

“This discussion by no means exhausts
the list of characteristics that must be fine
tuned for life to exist. The astronomical lit-
erature now includes discussions on more
than forty different characteristics that must
take on narrowly defined values. And this
list grows longer with every new year of
research” (ibid., pp. 137-138).

No wonder the Genesis creation account
concludes with this summary of God's hand-
iwork: “Then God saw everything that He
had made, and indeed it was very good”
(Genesis 1:31).

Evidence in Plain Sight



milesaway. The heavenly bodiesmove
in athoroughly predictable fashion.

On earthwe can chart the position of dars
and planetsfor any given day, month and
year, forward or backward, withincredible
accurecy. Cdendarsare useful because of the
universg simmutablelawvs. Wecanrely on
thetiming and position of the heavenly bod-

precison and perfection of naturd laws
cannot be explained away asan accident.
Such reasoning isirrationd.

Common sensetelsusthat theexis-
tence of an unimaginably magnificent
universe structured on and sustained by
innumerable laws of physicsrequiresthe
exigence of aCregtor of thoselaws, a
Designer of those structures.

Whether we gaze at the heavens through a telescope,
the unseen world through a microscope or at the natural
world around us, everywhere we see beauty and design.

Some of the clearest evi-
dence of God'sexigenceis
in the avesome presence of
designintheuniverse. Aus-
tralian scientist Paul Davies
put it well in hisbook The
Mind of God: The Scientific
Bassfor a Rational World:

“Human beingshave
aways been awestruck by
the subtlety, magjesty, and
intricate organization of the
physical world. The march
of the heavenly bodies across
the ky, therhythms of the
seasons, the pattern of a

iesbecause of thelawsthet governther rda
tionship. Inasense, thegory of mankindisa
gory of our discovery of more and more of
thelawsthat govern the cosmos.

For example, we experience the effects
of thelaw of gravity. Though gravity is
something we can't see, we know it exigts.
We know that it functions consigtently. Itis
one of thefundamentd laws of the universe.
Similar laws govern every aspect of the
universe—laws of energy, motion, mass,
metter and lifeitsdf.

What about evolution? Evolutionary the-
ory holdsthet life arose from nonliving mat-
ter and over countless eons changed to form
the astounding variety of life on earth.

Thet very concept is contrary to one of
the most basic of dl naturd laws: the law
of biogenesis. Throughout nature biogene-
ssisabundantly evident: Life can come
only from exigting life, just asyour life
was conceived by living parents. Evolution-
ists, of course, argue againg this principle
but can produce no concrete evidence to
the contrary.

Evidence of a Grand Designer

Let’sget to the crux of the matter;
Why do wefind so many dependable, pre-
dictable, finely tuned laws governing our
exigence?What istheir origin?Did life
arise by chance, or issomething larger at
work? There must be an explanation for
the exisience of everything. The number,
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snowflake, the myriads

of living creatures sowel| adapted to their
environment—al |l thesethings seem too
well arranged to bea mindless accident.
Thereisanaturd tendency to atribute the
elaborate order of the universeto the pur-
poseful workings of aDeity” (p. 194).

Another writer who saw clear proof of
cregtion dl around him wasKing David.
Looking into the heavens 3,000 years ago,
he discerned that he was viewing the handi-
work of the Crestor and that we can discern
much about Him by that handiwork: “The
heavens declarethe glory of God; the skies
proclaim thework of hishands. Day after
day they pour forth speech; night after night
they display knowledge. Thereisno speech
or language wheretheir voiceisnot heard.
Their voice goesout into dl the earth, their
wordsto the ends of theworld” (Psalm
19:1-4, New Internationd \Version).

The splendor of the night sky till moves
ustowonder and ave. What arethosetiny
gpecksof light sparkling in the darkness
of space? How did they get there? Why are
they there? Whet liesbeyond themin the
unimaginable reaches of the universe? The
grandeur of the shimmering heavensraises
questions not just about the universe but
about our partinit.

Thesameistrue of theintricate patterns
inal thingson earth, not just the world we
see around us but the unseen world we can
explore only through microscopes.

A thousand years efter King David

expressed hisawe at these marves, the
gpodtle Paul told Chrigtiansin Romethat
“dncethe cregtion of theworld God'sirnvis
ible qualities—hiseterna power and divine
nature—have been clearly seen, being
understood from what hasbeen made. .
(Romans 1:20, NIV).

Thewritersof the Biblerecognizedinthe
cregtion much evidence of agrest, al-wise
Creator. They understood that thewonders
we see around us shout the same message:
Such agtonishing desgn demandsaMagter
Designer! Whether we are moved by the
power of the sea, the grandeur of amountain
range, the ddlicate beauity of thefirst spring
flowersor thebirth of achild, aswelook at
theworld around uswe naturaly conclude:
Thisisthe handiwork of a great Designer.

Creation reveals the Creator

Wrotetheoretica physcist John Polk-
inghorne, president of Queens College,
Cambridge, and amember of Britain's
Royd Society: “Theintelectua beauty of
the order discovered by scienceis consigtent
with the physicd world'shaving behind it
the mind of thedivine Cregtor . . . Thefindy
tuned baance built into the laws determin-
ing the very physcd fabric of the universe
isconsgtent with itsfruitful history being
the expression of divine purposg’ (Serious
Talk: Scienceand Religionin Dialogue,
1995, p. viii).

Micheael Behe, associae professor of
biochemigtry at PennsylvanidsLehigh
University, concluded from hisintensive
study of the cdll, the basic building block
of life, that such tremendous complexity
can beexplained only by the existence
of anintelligent Designer:

“To aperson who doesnot fed obliged
to regtrict his search to unintelligent causes,
the straightforward conclusion isthat many
biochemica systemsweredesigned. They
were designed not by the laws of nature, not
by chance and necessity; rather they were
planned. The designer knew what the sys-
temswould |ook like when they were com-
pleted, then took stepsto bring the systems
about” (Darwin's Black Box: The Biochem:
ical Challengeto Evolution, 1996, p. 193,
emphasisinorigind).

Hisconcluson: “Lifeonearth a its
most fundamental level, initsmost critical
components, isthe product of intelligent
design” (ibid.).

Theprecison of our universeisnot the
result of an accident. It isthe product of
ameticulous Creator and Lawgiver, the
universe's Magter Watchmaker.
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The Beginning
of the Universe

astheuniverse awaysexisted,
or, a some definite point intime,
didit haveabeginning?Itison
this question that much of the
argument of aCreator God rests. After dl, if
the universe has always existed there clearly
isno need for abeing or outsde intelligence
todesign and createit. Onthe .
other hand, if the universe came
into being at aprecise, specific
time, something must have
caused it to comeinto being.
Scientistisare not in accord
asto whether theuniversehad a
beginning. A few il believeit
ispossbleit hasawaysexiged.
British physicist Stephen Hawk-
ing explainswhy. “Solong as
the universe had abeginning, we
could supposeit had a crestor.
But if the universeisrealy com-
pletely sdf-contained, having
no boundary or edge, it would
have neither beginning nor end:
itwould simply be’ (A Brief
History of Time, pp. 140-141).

What Hubble had discovered wasthat
the universeis expanding outward every-
where helooked. The discovery wasrevolu-
tionary, Ssnce up until thistime most
agronomers assumed thet any motion by
gaaxieswas smply random drift. Other
agronomers and physicists subsequently

How did our universe come to exist? Which takes greater faith: to
believe it created itself from nothing or that a Creator was involved?

In other words, whet astronomers
concluded they were seeing was the after-
meth of an unimaginably powerful event
that hurled metter and energy outwardin al
directionsto form the known universe—thus
thename*“big bang.” In redlity, whet they
were observing wasthefact that the universe
had to have a beginning.

The moment of creation

Thisdiscovery shook
the scientific establishment.
Writes Robert Jastrow,
founder of NASA's Goddard
Ingtitute for Space Studies
and former professor of
astronomy and geology at
New York's Columbia Uni-
versity: “ Few astronomers
could have anticipated that
this event—the sudden birth
of the Universe—would
become a proven scientific
fact, but observations of the
heavensthrough telescopes
have forced them into that

Buit this concept isno longer

the dominant scientific view. Most scientists — confirmed Hubbl€e's observationsand

now accept that the universe began sud-
denly and at agpecific pointintime.

Discovery of a beginning

Inthe early 1900s astronomers discov-
ered aphenomenon known asred shift—
that light from distant galaxiesis shifted
toward the red end of the color spectrum.
Adtronomer Edwin Hubble redlized this
meant that the universeis expanding. He
discovered that gdaxies and clugters of
gdaxiesare moving away from each other
inall directions.

To envison thisrevolutionary discovery,
imagine dots of ink on the surface of abal-
loon you are blowing up. Asyouinflate the
balloon, the spots move further from each
other indl directions. Hubble and other
astronomersfound thet gal axiesthroughout
the universe are speeding away from each
other in the same way. They adso found thet,
thefarther agaaxy or cluster of galaxiesis
from us, thefedter it isretreating.

conclusions. What could thismean?

John D. Barrow, professor of astronomy
a the University of Sussex, England,
exploresin hisbook The Origin of the Uni-
ver sethe fascinating question of how space,
matter and even time began. Of the expan-
son of the universe, Barrow writes: “This
wasthe greatest discovery of twentieth-
century science, and it confirmed what Ein-
gein’'sgenerd theory of reldivity had pre-
dicted about the universe: that it cannot be
datic. Thegravitationd attraction between
the galaxieswould bring them dl together
if they were not rushing away from each
other. Theuniverse can't and ill.

“If the universeis expanding, then when
we reversethe direction of history and
look in the past we should find evidence
that it emerged from asmaller, denser
state—a state that appearsto have once
had zero size. It isthis apparent beginning
that has become known asthe big bang”
(1994, pp. 3-5).

concluson” (The Enchanted
Loom: Mindinthe Universe, 1981, p. 15,
emphasis added).

Heexdams “The seed of everything
that has happened sincein the Universewas
plantedinthefirgingant . . . It wasliteraly
the moment of creation” (Journey to the
Sars Space Exploration—Tomorrow and
Beyond, 1989, p. 47).

Scientists had made amgjor scientific
discovery that wasfirst recorded inthe
Bible some 3,500 yearsago: The universe
was not eternd; it had abeginning. Other
discoveries, such astheradioactive decay
of certain dements, confirmed that these
elements could not beinfinitely old or
they would long since have turned to lead.

Aslong as scientists and philosophers
assumed the universe had infinitely
exised—that it had no beginning and thus
no need for a Cregtor to cregteit—they
could easily leave God out of the picture.
Few scientists persst in believing inan infi-
nitely old earth and universe. Thereissim-
ply too much evidence againg it. They have
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been forced to acknowledge that welivein
auniversethat had abeginning.

That admission raisesquestions dis-
comfiting for many scientists. Whet force,
power or laws existed before the beginning
of the universeto makeit comeinto exis-
tence? Sincethe universe exists, what was
the cause? Our retiond mindstell usthe

universe could not have come from nothing.

That defiesnot only logic but thelaws
of physics. What—or who—caused the
universe? Why wasit brought into being?

The point where science stops

Itisa thispoint that science stopsinits
tracks. As Professor Jastrow explains: “A
sound explanation may exigt for the explo-
sivebirth of our Universe; but if it does,
science cannot find out what the explana
tionis. The scientigt’s pursuit of the past
endsinthe moment of cregtion. .. We
would liketo pursuethat inquiry farther
back intime, but the barrier to further
progress seemsinsurmountable. Itisnot a
matter of another year, another decade of
work, another measurement, or another
theory; at thismoment it seems asthough
sciencewill never be abletoraisethe

curtain on the mystery of creation” (God
and the Astronomers, 1978, pp. 114-116).

Professor Jastrow acknowledgesthat
everything scientists know breaks down at
the moment of creation. The known laws
of the universe smply no longer apply
when the universe legpsinto existence
fromnothing. Science can offer no rational
explanation, no meansto record, measure
or recongtruct an event that defiesall
scientific understanding.

Some scientists draw incorrect conclu-
sonsfrom thesefacts, assuming that, since
science can't discover what took place
before the universewas formed, nothing
could have happened beforeit was formed.
Thistellsusnothing about God's existence
or nonexistence, but it does say alot about
thelimitations of thetraditional scientific
approach. We must seek asource other than
scienceto understand who or what existed
beforethe origin of the universe. And only
one source offersatruly believableand
rationa explanation—theBible.

Thereisonly onedterndivetothe
biblica clam. Athestsmust assert that
the entire universe came from nothing
without acause. They must ingst onthis

How Big is Big?

unfounded, insupportabl e assertion because
thereisno other way to avoid the existence
of aFirs Cause.

Yet their most basic assartionisfunda-
mentally flawed. The beginning of the uni-
verse has been proven to be aspecific event.
Weal know from years and years of expe-
riencethat one of the most fundamental
truthsisthat events have causes. Thisfun-
damentd truth underliesthelawsthat gov-
ern energy and matter. Nothing happens
without a cause. The beginning of the uni-
verseisan event that had a specific cause.

The Bible’s claims

“Inthe beginning God created the heav-
ensandtheearth,” saysthe Bible (Genesis
1:1). Thisisasmple statement, but it
answersthe most basic and scientific of
al questions: Where did we come from?

Thisverse describes the beginning of
the universe. The universe had abeginning
caused by atimeless, changelessforce
outsde of thisphysical universe. When
matter cameinto existence, thiswas
the beginning of time aswe measureit.
For the origin of the universe, thisverse
answersthe questions of who, what and

not to mention the Milky Way apart, with the entire group forming billion or more galaxies exist in the uni-

The size of our solar system alone— oranges, each an average of 2,000 miles astronomers estimate that some 100

galaxy—is so large that
it defies imagination. Let's try
to visualize it on a scale we
can begin to comprehend.
Let's first envision our sun
as the size of an orange. On
that scale, the earthisa grain
of sand orbiting the sun
30 feet away. The gigantic
planet Jupiter, many times
larger than earth, is a cherry
pit circling 200 feet away. Sat-
urn, also the size of a cherry
pit, orbits two blocks away
from the sun. Pluto, the out-
ermost known planet in our
solar system, is another speck
of sand almost half a mile
from our orange-sized sun.
How does that compare
with distances within our
galaxy? On that scale the

The universe is unimaginably huge. Even when we try to put it
in terms we can understand, such attempts soon break down.
How did such an incomprehensible universe come to exist?

verse. They haven't yet
found an end or edge
to the universe; this is sim-
ply all we can detect using
our most advanced instru-
ments to peer 10 billion
light years into space. Such
distances make human
space travel beyond our
solar system impossible.
(Adapted from Robert Jas-
trow, Red Giants and White
Dwarfs, 1990, p. 15).

The amount of matter
and energy in the universe is
unfathomable to the hu-
man mind. We describe dis-
tances and space in terms of
light years—the distance
light travels in one year
(almost six trillion miles)—as
though we comprehend it.

sun’s nearest neighbor,

the star Alpha Centauri, is 1,300 miles a cluster 20 million miles in diameter.
Based on research using their most again we must face the question: Did this
compared to a group of 200 billion advanced telescopes and other tools, come from nothing?

away. Our galaxy, on that scale, could be
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But we cannot begin to

understand these kinds of figures. Once
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when. Thewhy comesalittlelater.
Hebrews 11:3 adds another detall: “By
faith [by trusting what God hasreveded]
we understand that the worldswere pre-
pared by theword of God, so that what
is seen was made from thingsthet are not
vishle’ (New Revised Standard Version).
Two things should be noted in thisexpla:
naion. Firg, the universe did have acause;
it came from something. Wheat it camefrom
wasnot visble; thet is, it was not preexist-
ing matter. Scripturetdlsusour universe
hed acause—truly ascientific Satement.
Second, it tellsusthat by faith we under-
stand that the worldswere prepared by the
Word of God. But thisisnot blind faith. We
arenot asked to believethat it popped into
existence without a cause and without a
purpose—the tenets of thefaith of an athe-
ist. We are asked to believe thet theworld
haditsbeginning asthefree act of aBeing
whoistimelessand powerful enoughto
bring the universeinto being.

Understanding Genesis 1:1-2

During thelast 150 years or o, no part
of the Bible has come under morerigorous
attack than the crestion account in Genesis
1. Darwinists have made much of certain
indicationsthat the earth may be between
fiveand 15 hillion yearsold. Yet someBible
believers contend the earth has existed for
only 6,000 years, based on acareful genear
logicd study of the scriptural record com-
bined with higtory. Thefirst two verses of
the Biblearecritica to thisdiscussion.

This controversy leadsto an important
question. If the earth should be billions of
yearsold, andif the Bible'sdirect gatements
about cregtion areflawed, then how canyou
bdievethe Biblésother daims? Thisques-
tionisvaid, and the controversy over it has
set the stagefor the science-vs-religion
gpproach prevailing in our educationd sys-
tems. Thedamsof science areimpressive.
But how doesthe biblica account stack up,
and what doestheBibleredly say?

Severd Bibleversons, including the
New International Verson, the Scofield
Reference Bible and the Companion Bible,
notethat the phrase “ the earth was without
formand void” (verse2) can berightly
trandated “the earth became without form
and void.” The Hebrew word hayah, trans-
lated “was," means*“to become, occur,
cometo pass, be” (Mineg's Complete Exposi-
tory Dictionary of Old and New Testament
Words, 1985, “To Be").

In other words, God crested the earth,
but the origind Hebrew canjust aseasily

indicatethat it later became “without form,
andvoid.” It can indicate that Something
spoiled the origind creation described in
Genesis 1:1 and caused God to restore order
out of chaos—which would have happened
during six days of restoration followed by a
Sabbath rest day.
(For adetailed
account of theratio-
naeand reference
sourcesthat support
thisview of Genesis
1:1-2, pleaserequest
our freebookletsls
the Bible True? and
Creation or Evolu-
tion: Does|t Really
Matter What You
Bdieve?)

Sufficeit to say
herethat God does
not create by first

accounting for the* degp time” that geolo-
gigsand other scientists seemto have
discovered inthelast two centuries.
Thereforethe Bibleitsdlf, when cor-
rectly understood, offersalogica solution
to this supposed crestion enigmaand has

cregting chaos (Isa=  Scientists continually discover new wonders throughout the

iah 45:18; 1 Corin-

universe.Yet each is governed by the precise laws of nature.

thians 14:33). God
told the powerful angelic being Lucifer,
“You were perfect in your waysfromthe
day you were created, till iniquity [lawless-
ness| wasfound inyou” (Ezekiel 28:15).
God isabeing of perfection, order and
beauty. Chaos and disorder result from
rejection of or rebellion against Him.
Scripture reveasthat angels already
existed before earth’s creation (Job 38:4-
7). Angdlic beingswere thefirst to intro-
duce disharmony and confusioninto God's
perfect crestion.

Other scripturesindicatethat an original,
earlier creation (Genesis 1:1) preceded
the earth being “without form, and void”
(Hebrew tohu and bohu, meaning acondi-
tion of chaotic disorder and confusion) in
vare 2. Isaiah 4518 tdlsus specificdly
that God “ did not cregteit [the earth] invain
[tohu].” The chaotic condition described
in Geness1:2 camelater.

Thischaos gpparently resulted froma
rebellion againg God by Satan and athird
of theangels (Isaiah 14:12-15; Ezekie
28:12-17; Revelation 12:4). L ater, after
an unspecified interva, during Six days
followed by the seventh-day Sabbath, God
could have accomplished afull retoration
of what had become chaotic (Genesis 1;
Exodus 20:11).

In other words, atime gap seemsto
beindicated between the origind creation
described in Genesis 1:1 and earth’srestora:
tioninverse 2. Thisunspecified period
could have encompassed billions of years,

no inherent conflict with the possibility that
the universe may be 15 hillion yearsold.
TheBibleitsalf smply doesn’t say how old
the universe, or earth, is. But it doesplainly
say: “Inthe beginning God crested the
heavensand the earth”

A universe governed by laws

What have scientists discovered about
thefundamentd lawsthat existed at the
origin of our universe? Far from having a
chaotic, random gtructure—as one might
assumeif nointelligence wereinvolved—
the generd scientific concluson now is
hat the universe has been expandinginan
orderly way snceitsinception. However,
no one should be mided asto thesmplicity
or randomness of thet expangion.

Writes Keith Ward, professor of history
and professor of philosophy of religion
at King's College, London University:
“The universe began to expand in a very
precisely ordered manner, in accordance
with a set of basic mathematical constants
and laws which govern its subsequent
devel opment into a universe of the sort
we seetoday. Therealready existed a
very complex array of quantum|laws
describing possibleinteractions of ele-
mentary particles, and the universe,
according to one main theory, originated
by the operation of fluctuationsin aquan-
tum field in accordance with those laws’
(God, Chance & Necessity, 1996, p. 17,
emphasi s added).
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Such scientific discoveries and conclu-
sionsagain bring usback to fundamental
questions: Who created the origind laws of
agtrophysics? Did they emerge by chanceor
accident? Or werethey setin motionby a
divine Cresator?

Laws without a Lawgiver?

Scientigts acknowledge that our astound-
ing universeisgoverned by precise, exact
laws. Professor Davies sums up findings
about theselawsthisway: “ Each [scientific]

o i

We have made remarkable strides in discovering the laws that
govern how the universe works. Yet scientists cannot answer
how either those laws or the universe came to exist.

well understood that space probesfly unerr-
ingly to photograph worldsbillions of miles
from earth. Computers, telephones, dectric
lights, and untold other examplestegtify to
the mastery of science and technol ogy over
theforcesof naure. ..

“Yet understanding how something
worksisnot the same as understanding how
it cameto be. For example, themotions of
the planetsin the solar system can be pre-
dicted with tremendous accuracy; however,
theorigin of the solar system (thequestion
of how thesun,
planets, and ther
moonsformedin
thefirgt place) isdiill
controversd. Sd-
encemay eventudly
slvetheriddie
Siill, the point
remainsthet under-
danding theorigin
of something isdif-
ferent from under-
standing itsday-to-
day workings’
(Darwin'sBlack
Box: The Biochemi-
cal Challengeto
Evolution, 1996, p.

advance brings new and unexpected dis-
coveries, and chalenges our mindswith
unusual and sometimes difficult concepts.
But through it dl runsthe familiar thread of
rationality and order . . . Thiscosmic order
isunderpinned by definite mathematical
lawsthat interweave each other toforma
subtle and harmonious unity. Thelawsare
possessed of an elegant smplicity, and have
often commended themselvesto scientists
on grounds of beauty done” (The Mind of
God: The Stientific Bassfor a Rational
World, p. 21).

AsEingenput it: “Everyonewhois
serioudy involved in the pursuit of science
becomes convinced that aspiritismanifest
inthelaws of the Universe—aspirit vastly
superior to that of man” (The Quotable
Eingein, p. 152).

Doesthe preexistence of the daborate,
intricate system of natura law in the uni-
verse mean there had to beaLawgiver?

Or can science demondrate that theorigin
of the universeissolely the result of
natura causes?

Biochemist Michad Behewrites “Itis
commonplace, dmost band, to say that sci-
ence hasmade greet stridesin understand-
ing nature. Thelawsof physicsare now so
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ix, emphasis added).
Many intelligent and learned people
beieve—and have ardigionlike faith—that
the complex lavs governing the universe
cameinto existence purely by accident or
chance. Butisthisview credible?\We know
for cartainitisnot supported with demon-
grableevidence. So hereisthered question:
Doesit meke senseto believethat auniverse
governed by aprecise system of well-
ordered lavs cameinto existence by itsdlf?

The scriptural viewpoint

Hereiswherewe again need to pay
much closer atention to what the Scriptures
tell us. They present an atogether different
viewpoaint. “. . . For He commanded and
[the heavens| were created. He also estab-
lished them forever and ever; Hemade a
decree [alaw or ordinance] which shall not
passaway” (Psalm 148:4-6).

The Scriptures explain that God created
lawsinthe*heavens’ that cannot be sus-
pended. “Yes, by my hand wasthe earth
placed onitsbase, and by my right hand
the heavenswere stretched out; at my word
they take up their places’ (Isaiah 48:13,
Biblein Basic English).

Somegreet truthsare expressed in
these verses. When compared to dl other

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

dternatives, thispoint of view makes sense.
Itistheonly point of view thet reconciles
al difficulties.

Notice astronomer Hugh Ross'sreaction
onfirgt reading the biblical account of cre-
ation: “The[Genesisaccount'q| digtinctives
gruck meimmediately. It wassmple,
direct, and specific. | wasamazed with the
quantity of higtorical and scientific refer-
encesand with the detail in them.

“It took meawhole evening just to
investigate the first chapter. Instead of
another bizarre creation myth, herewas
ajournd-likerecord of theearth’sinitia
conditions—correctly described fromthe
standpoint of astrophysics and geophysics
—followed by asummary of the sequence
of changesthrough which Earth cameto
be inhabited by living things and ultimately
by humans.

“Theaccount was Smple, eegant, and
sientificaly accurate. Fromwhet | under-
stood to bethe stated viewpoint of an
observer on Earth’'s surface, both the order
and the description of crestion events per-
fectly matched the established record of
nature. | wasamazed” (The Creator and
the Cosmos, 1993, p. 15).

The evidence that the earth had adefinite
beginning, with preexisting laws governing
al of itsfunctions, isapowerful indication
that God isthe Creator and Sustainer of this
marvelous universe.

Many modern books by scientistsare
filled with the evolutionary point of view.
Most of modern education isgroundedin
evolutionary theory. But what about other
views? Congider thisadmission from The
Columbia Higtory of theWorld: “Indeed,
our best current knowledge, lacking the
poetic magic of scripture, seemsin away
lessbelievablethan the account inthe
Bible. .. (John Garraty and Peter Gay,
editors, 1972, p. 3).

Science writer Fred Heeren notesthat
“the actud trend in 20th-century cosmology
... hasbeento turn from aview that was
inconsistent with the Genesis creation
account to onethat followsthe old scenario
very well. Infact . . . Hebrew revelaion
isthe only religious source coming to us
from ancient timesthat fitsthe modern
cosmologica picture. And in many cases,
20th-century archaeology and myth experts
have also been forced to turn from older
viewsthat treated the Bible asmyth to ones
that tregt it ashistory” (Show Me God,
1997, preface).

It ishightimewe gave the book of
Genesisequd hilling.
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Science and Discomfiting Discoveries

former director of NASA's Goddard

Institute for Space Studies and for-
mer professor of astronomy and geology
at Columbia University, New York, and
professor of earth sciences at Dartmouth
College. He was a recipient of the Arthur
Flemming Award for Outstanding Ser-
vice in the U.S. Government, the Colum-
bia University Medal for Excellence
and the NASA Medal for Exceptional
Scientific Achievement.

He is a prolific science writer, particu-
larly in astronomy, cosmology and space
exploration. He doesn’t hesitate to speak
his mind, particularly when it comes
to discoveries that discomfit his fellow
scientists and their not-too-objective
reactions to such findings.

His comments speak volumes about
the attitudes—and at times outright
bias—some scientists hold against the
possibility of a Creator. Although per-
sonally an agnostic, he notes that scien-
tific discoveries and the book of Genesis
have much more in common than many
of his colleagues are willing to admit
(emphasis added throughout the
following quotes).

Robert Jastrow is the founder and

“The astronomical proof of a Begin-
ning places scientists in an awkward posi-
tion, for they believe that every effect has
a natural cause, and every event in the
Universe can be explained by natural
forces, working in accordance with phys-
ical law. Yet science can find no force in
nature that might account for the begin-
ning of the Universe; and it can find no
evidence that the Universe even existed
before that first moment. The British
astronomer E.A. Milne wrote, ‘We can
make no proposition about the state of
affairs [in the beginning]; in the Divine
act of creation God is unobserved and
unwitnessed’” (The Enchanted Loom:
Mind in the Universe, 1981, p. 17).

“Scientists have no proof that life was
not the result of an act of creation, but
they are driven by the nature of their
profession to seek explanations for the
origin of life that lie within the bound-
aries of natural law. They ask themselves,
‘How did life arise out of inanimate mat-
ter? And what is the probability of that
happening?’ And to their chagrin they
have no clear-cut answer, because
chemists have never succeeded in repro-
ducing nature’s experiments on the
creation of life out of nonliving matter.

“Scientists do not know how that hap-
pened, and, furthermore, they do not
know the chance of its happening. Per-
haps the chance is very small, and the
appearance of life on a planet is an event
of miraculously low probability. Perhaps
life on the earth is unique in this Uni-
verse. No scientific evidence precludes
that possibility” (Ibid., p. 19).

“The idea that the Universe exploded
into being ... . is often called the Big Bang
theory . . . It was literally the moment of
creation. This is a curiously biblical view
of the origin of the world. The details of
the astronomer’s story differ greatly from
those in the Bible; in particular, the age of
the Universe appears to be far greater
than the 6,000 years of the biblical
account [as noted in this chapter, this
6,000-year figure is a common misunder-
standing; the Bible actually allows for a
creation much older than that]; but the
astronomical and biblical accounts of
Genesis are alike in one essential respect.
There was a beginning, and all things in
the Universe can be traced back to it”
(Journey to the Stars: Space Exploration:
Tomorrow and Beyond, 1989, p. 47).

“Now we see how the astronomical
evidence leads to a biblical view of the
origin of the world. The details differ,
but the essential elements in the astro-
nomical and biblical accounts of Genesis
are the same: The chain of events lead-
ing to man commenced suddenly and
sharply at a definite moment in time, in
a flash of light and energy. Some scien-
tists are unhappy with the idea that the
world began this way” (God and the
Astronomers, 1978, p. 14).

“Theologians generally are delighted
with the proof that the Universe had a
beginning, but astronomers are curiously
upset. Their reactions provide an interest-
ing demonstration of the response of the
scientific mind—supposedly a very objec-
tive mind—when evidence uncovered
by science itself leads to a conflict with
the articles of faith in our profession.
It turns out that the scientist behaves
the way the rest of us do when our
beliefs are in conflict with the evidence.
We become irritated, we pretend the
conflict does not exist, or we paper it over
with meaningless phrases” (ibid., p. 16).

“There is a strange ring of feeling and
emotion in these reactions [of scientists to
evidence that the universe had a sudden

beginning]. They come from the heart,
whereas you would expect the judg-
ments to come from the brain. Why?

“| think part of the answer is that
scientists cannot bear the thought of a
natural phenomenon which cannot be
explained, even with unlimited time and
money. There is a kind of religion in sci-
ence; it is the religion of a person who
believes there is order and harmony in
the Universe, and every event can be
explained in a rational way as the product
of some previous event; every effect must
have its cause; there is no First Cause.. . .

“This religious faith of the scientist is
violated by the discovery that the world
had a beginning under conditions in
which the known laws of physics are not
valid, and as a product of forces or cir-
cumstances we cannot discover. When
that happens, the scientist has lost
control . ..

“Consider the enormity of the prob-
lem. Science has proven that the Universe
exploded into being at a certain
moment. It asks, What cause produced
this effect? Who or what put the matter
and energy into the Universe? Was the
Universe created out of nothing, or was
it gathered together out of pre-existing
materials? And science cannot answer
these questions .. ." (ibid., pp. 113-114).

“A sound explanation may exist for
the explosive birth of our Universe; but if
it does, science cannot find out what the
explanation is. The scientist’s pursuit of
the past ends in the moment of creation.
This is an exceedingly strange develop-
ment, unexpected by all but the theolo-
gians. They have always accepted the
word of the Bible: In the beginning God
created heaven and earth . ..

“Now we would like to pursue that
inquiry farther back in time, but the bar-
rier to further progress seems insur-
mountable. It is not a matter of another
year, another decade of work, another
measurement, or another theory; at this
moment it seems as though science will
never be able to raise the curtain on the
mystery of creation. For the scientist who
has lived in his faith in the power of rea-
son, 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”
(ibid., pp. 114-116).

The Beginning of the Universe
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The Giver of Life

ow did lifebegin?Did earth’s
vast array of lifeevolvefrom
nothing? How doesinert, lifdless
matter becomeliving tissue?
What chemica processes transform nonliv-
ing substancesinto living organisms? Can
these processes begin spontaneoudy, or do
they require miraculousintervention? Can
life be convincingly ttributed to asuper-
natura cause—aGiver of life?

Evolutionists, however, ingst on pro-
ceeding with theideathat life originated
by alucky accident and evolved through
purely physical processes of random muta-
tion and natura sdlection without theaid
of anintelligent creator and designer. Their
assumed progression fromsmplelife
formsevolving to complex life over bil-
lionsof years seemsto ignorethefirst

have nowhere remotely shown thet life
can emerge from chemicals, even theright
chemicas, mixing for an indeterminate
period under predetermined conditions.
Intelligent man, with advanced technol-
ogy, has produced only atiny handful of
the components organisms need to live.
But never have we been ableto create an
organism, much lessaliving one. Even
cloning, aremarkable scientific

Thesearefundamentd ques-
tionsfor which we need believable
answers. :

Thisareaisparticularly trou-
blesome for those who accept the
atheidtic, evolutionary explanation

achievement thet regularly
makes headlines, utilizes
aready-exigting life. No form

of life—not even oneliving cell,
much less something asinfinitely
complicated as a bacterium—has

for life. Even Richard Dawkins, ever been created by concerted
the diehard evolutioni<t, admits human experimentation.
that “the essence of lifeis Statisti- The scientific approach has
cal improbability on a colossal been backwards. Scientistisknow
scale. Whatever isthe explanaion lifeexists, but they asssumethere
for life, therefore, it cannot be was no Cresator, Designer or out-
chance. Thetrue explanation for sideinteligenceinvolved. They
the existence of lifemust embody /s the traditional evolutionary picture true? What does the then havetried to recreste the
thevery antithesisof chance” fossil record reveal? Does it support or contradict Darwinism?  most likely scenario under which
(Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker, life, according to ther thinking,
p. 317, emphasis added). issue: How did life generatefrom nonlife?  might have arisen spontaneoudy. So far
Sciencefalsshort in providing con- . they have managed only to rearrange
vincing support for the theory of evolution,  The Prebiotic-soup theory inert, nonliving matter into other inert,
In spite of years of concerted attempts, Many have attempted to show how life  nonliving metter.
solid evidence for the spontaneous gen- began by describing ahypothetical distant That hasn't stopped many in the scien-

eration of lifesmply doesnot exist. The
theory of evolution remainsjust that—an
unproven theory.

Thefact remainsthat thereisno scien-
tific evidence that life came from nonliving
métter. Attemptsto show thet lifecan
gpontaneoudy generate from nonlife have
instead demondirated the opposite. In spite
of much-hyped headlinesto the contrary,
when scientists havetried to create the most
favorable conditionsin controlled labora:
tory experimentsthey haven't come any-
where close. They have managed only to
confirm the astronomical odds againgt life
arising spontaneoudly. It hasn't happened,
nor will it ever happen. Life must come
from preexigting life.

After the question of the origin of the
universeitsdf, thisisthe next big question
wemugt face: How did life get here?
Onceyou establish that the universe had
abeginning and did not ariseonitsown
from nothing, it should be obviousthet life
aso did not arise on itsown from nonlife,

14

past. The sceneisadescription of the newly
formed earth gradualy cooling, withan
atmosphere of smple gases|like hydrogen,
nitrogen, anmoniaand carbon dioxide,
with little or no oxygen.

Thiskind of atmosphere, they say, was
subject to forms of energy such aselectrica
dischargesfrom lightning and reacted to
form dementary amino acids. They theo-
rize that compounds must have accumu-
lated until the primitive oceansreached the

congstency of ahot diluted soup. A reaction

took place, and dementary amino acids—
the building blocks of proteins—formed. In
timethey developed into DNA chainsand
findly cells. Somehow life emerged from
this prebiotic soup.

Researchers have produced avariety of
amino acids and other complex compounds
by sending aspark through amixture of
gases. However, try asresearchers may,
they have not been ableto createlife. All
they have demondrated isthet the chemical
componentswere present on earth. They

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

tific community from concluding thet life
gpontaneoudy arose from aprebiotic soup.
Buit they il have not—and cannot—
generate live matter from nonliving meatter.

Life from outer space?

Not all scientists are comfortable basing
theorigin of life on mere assumptions.
Many scientists are deeply troubled by
the prebiotic-soup theory for the origin of
life. Some admit it isnothing morethan a
wighful fantasy.

Biophysicigt Francis Crick, whowon
the Nobel Prizefor helping determinethe
molecular structure of DNA, isone emi-
nent scientist who rejectsthis scenario. He
writes: “An honest man, armed with al the
knowledge available to us now, could only
detethat in some sense, the origin of life
appearsat the moment to bedmost amira:
cle, 0o many are the conditionswhich
would have had to have been satisfied to
getitgoing” (Lifeltsdf: ItsOriginand
Nature, 1981, p. 88).
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Admitting thet the odds againgt life
arisng on earth by chance makeit asheer
impossibility, he and other noted scientists
have adopted abelief in pangpermia—that
life could not have arisen spontaneoudy on
earth, but sprouted only when microorgan-
ismsor spores drifted or were carried to
earth from e sewherein the universe.

Sir Fred Hoyleisone of Britain'smost
famous agtrophysicists. He and hiscol-
league, ChandraWickramasinghe, profes-
sor of applied mathematics and astronomy
a University College, Cardiff, Wales, com-
puted the oddsfor al the proteins necessary
for lifeto form by chancein oneplace, as
cientists assume happened on earth. The
odds, they determined, were one chancein
1040.000—the number 1 followed by 40,000
zeroes (enough zeroesto fill about seven
pages of thispublication).

To put that number in perspective, there
areonly about 1080 subatomic particlesin
theentirevisible universe. A probability of
lessthan 1in 1070 is considered by mathe-
méticiansto be acompleteimpossibility.
The possihility of lifearising according
tothetraditiona scientific scenario, they
concluded, is*an outrageoudy smal proba:
bility that could not be faced eveniif the
whole universe consisted of organic soup”
(Evolution From Space, 1981, p. 24).

Professor Hoyle concludesthat “life
could not have originated here on the Earth.
Nor doesit ook asthough biological evolu-
tion can be explained from within an earth-
bound theary of life. .. Thismuch canbe
consolidated by drictly scientific means,
by experiment, observation and calculation”
(TheIntelligent Universe, 1983, p. 242).

Like Francis Crick, ProfessorsHoyle
and Wickramasinghe concede the impossi-
bility of thetraditional scientific explana
tion of the origin of life on our planet.
Unwilling to accept theideaof alife-
giving Cresgtor, they also have turned to
panspermiaasthe most acceptable expla-
nation for the origin of life on earth. Of
course, the notion of panspermiadoesn’t
explain how lifearosein thefirst place;
it merely removes the question of the ulti-
mate origin of lifeto some other far-off
corner of the universe.

That such respected and honored
stientists—including aNobel laureste—
embrace such near-unimaginabl e specula-
tionsemphasizestheimpossibility of life's
thousands of intricate building blocks
emerging through random, undirected
processes according to the traditiond
evolutionary view.

Darwin'’s explanation for new species

If science cannot explain how lifeorigi-
nated, canit explain how new lifeforms
originated? CharlesDarwin smply side-
sepped theissue of life'sorigin by adopting
the attitude that “it ismere rubbish thinking
at present of the origin of life; onemight
aswdll think of the origin of matter”
(Encyclopaedia Britannica, 15th edition,
MacropaediaVol. 10, p. 900, “Life").

Thetheory of evolutioniswidely
spoken of asfact—fact based on two earlier
assumptions: that the universe came from
nothing and that life spontaneoudy gener-
ated from lifdless chemicas. Assuming
these two aretrue, evolution then Sates
the casefor complex and varied lifeforms
developing from the cdllsthat sprang to
lifein apresumed prebiotic soup.

Thisiswhere Charles Darwin comes
in. Dawin gavelifeto theideaof evolution
by proposing that species continually
transform themsalveswith small changes
through the mechanism of natural selection
of individua organisms. Thesesmdll varia-
tions, hesaid, arose by chance and spreed
by chance. These smdl changes ultimately
influenced reproductive success, and naturd
seection then was able to pass on the newly
crafted advantagesto the descendants.

Thereare severd problemswith this
scenario. In keegping with the* survival of
thefittest” ideathat underpinsevolution,
there must have been pressurefor these
advantagesto be developed. If the particular
change (for example, aleg to help acreature
move about better onland or a
wing to keep it from bresking
itsneck inafall) were necessary
for survivd, then it had to come
about rather quickly or elsethe
change could not benefit the
cregturein question. Under most (%
circumstances ahaf-devel oped
leg on an amphibian or hdf a
wing on adinosaur putsthe ani-
md a adigtinct disadvantage
inthe strugglefor survivd.

Darwin'’s greatest challenge

Thefossl record wefind
outlined in textbooks depicts
thevaried lifeforms, many
of which areextinct, that have
exigted throughout the history

Some scientists acknowledge that the odds of life
spontaneously arising on earth are so infinitesimally
small as to be an impossibility. They turn to other theo-
ries such as the belief that life was sent or drifted here
from an unknown source elsewhere in the universe.

developed neturaly from smpleto com-
plex formswithout the assistance of a
supernaturd cause. You can find chartsand
picturesinadmost any biology book depict-
ing agradud trangition of one gpeciesto
another: fishto amphibians, amphibians

to reptiles, reptilesto mammals, and so on.

These pictures and chartsdescribe a
consigtent pattern of smpleto complex
fossil formsintheearth'sstrata. But in
redl-life geology that patternisnot so
consistent. Theinconsistency between the
chartsand pictures and what isactualy
found in the strataisrarely acknowledged
in textbooks or popular writings on evolu-
tion. So convinced are evolutionists that
al life developed from itsmost Smple
formsto complex living creatures that they
tend to exclude evidence that contradicts
their conclusions.

If evolution werethe explanation for the
teeming variety of life on earth, wewould
aurely find abundant evidence of theincal-
culable number of intermediary varieties
that must have existed. Charles Darwin
himsdlf struggled with the fact that the fossl
record failed to support hisconclusons.
“...Why, if specieshave descended from
other species by fine gradations, do we not
everywhere seeinnumerable trangtiona
forms?. .. Why dowenot find them
imbedded in countless numbersin the
crust of theearth?” (The Origin of Species,
1958 Masterpieces of Science edition,
pp. 136-137).

“... Thenumber of intermediate vari-
eties, which have formerly existed, [must]

Ly
Sl

of theearth.
The common interpretetion of thefossl

record islargely ahuman congtruct that is

used to support Dawin'stheory that life

betruly enormous” hewrote. “Why then
isnot every geologica formetion and every
gratum full of suchintermediatelinks?
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Can Darwin’s theory of evolution explain the astounding variety ~ And, if Darwin’s theory is true, why is the fossil record so glaringly

and intricate relationships among earth’s teeming species of life?

deficient in intermediate transitional forms between species?

Geology assuredly does not reveal any such
findly graduated organic chain; and this,
perhaps, isthe most obvious and serious
objection which can be urged againgt the
theory [of evolution]. Theexplanation lies,
| believe, inthe extreme imperfection of the
geologica record” (ibid., pp. 260-261).
Darwin was convinced thet later dis-
coveriesand explorationswouldfill in
the abundant gaps where the trangtiona
specieson which histheory was based were
missing. But now, acentury and ahdf later,
with few cornersof the globe unexplored,
what doesthe fossi| record show?

What the fossil record reveals

Niles Eldredge, curator in the depart-
ment of invertebrates at the American
Museum of Natural History and adjunct
professor at the City University of New
York, isavigorous supporter of evolution.
But he admitsthat thefossil record failsto
support the traditional evolutionary view.

“No wonder paeontol ogists shied avay
from evolution for solong,” hewrites. “ It
seems never to happen. Assiduous collect-
ing up dliff facesyields zigzags, minor
oscillaions, and the very occasiond dight
accumulation of change—over millionsof
years, a araetoo dow to realy account for
al the prodigious change that has occurred
in evolutionary higtory.

“When we do seetheintroduction of
evolutionary novelty, it usualy showsup
with abang, and often with no firm evi-
dencethat the organismsdid not evolve
elsawhere! Evolution cannot forever be
going on someplaceese. Yet that'show the
fossil record has struck many aforlorn pae-
ontologist looking to learn something about
evolution” (Reinventing Darwin: The Great
Debate at the High Table of Evolutionary
Theory, 1995, p. 95, emphasis added).

Harvard University paleontologist
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Stephen Jay Gould is perhapstoday’s
best-known popular writer on evolution.
An ardent evolutionist, he collaborated
with Professor Eldredgein proposing
dternativesto the traditiona view of Dar-
winism. Like Eldredge, he recognizes that
thefossi| record fundamentally conflicts
with Darwin’'sideaof gradualism.

“The higtory of most fossil species,”
he writes, “includes two features particu-
larly incons stent with gradualism:

[1] Sasis. Most speciesexhibit no direc-
tional change during their tenure on earth.
They appear inthefossil record looking
pretty much the same aswhen they disap-
pear; morphologica changeisusudly
limited and directionless.

“[2] Sudden appearance. Inany locd
areg, agpeciesdoesnot arise gradudly by
the steady transformation of itsancestors:
it appearsdl at onceand ‘fully formed'”
(Gould, “Evolution’sErretic Pace” Natural
Higtory, May 1977, pp. 13-14).

Fossils missing in crucial places

Francis Hitching, member of the Royd
Archaeological Indtitute, the Prehistoric
Society and the Society for Physica
Research, dso seesproblemsinusing
thefoss| record to support Darwinism.

“Thereare about 250,000 different
speciesof foss| plantsand animasin the
world'smuseums” hewrites. “Thiscom-
pareswith about 1.5 million gpeciesknown
to bedive on Earth today. Giventheknown
rates of evolutionary turnover, it hasbeen
edimated that a least 100 timesmorefoss|
species have lived than have been discov-
ered. .. Butthecuriousthing isthat thereis
acongstency about thefossil gaps: thefos-
slsgomissinginall theimportant places.

“When you look for links between major
groupsof animals, they smply aren't there;
at leadt, not in enough numbersto put their
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status beyond doubt. Either they don't exist
at all, or they are so rarethat endless argu-
ment goes on about whether aparticular
fosdlis orisn't, or might be, trangitional
between thisgroup and tht.

“. .. There ought to be cabinetsfull of
intermediates—indeed, onewould expect
thefosslsto blend so gently into one
another that it would be difficult to tell
wherethe invertebrates ended and the
vertebrates began. But thisisn't the case.
Ingtead, groups of well-defined, easily
classfigblefish jump into thefossl record
seemingly fromnowhere: mysterioudly,
suddenly, full-formed, and in amost un-
Darwinian way. And before them are mad-
dening, illogica gapswheretheir ancestors
should be’ (The Neck of the Giraffe: Dar-
win, Evolution and the New Biology, 1982,
pp. 9-10, emphasis added).

Paleontology’s well-kept secret

What doesdl thismean?Inplainlan-
guage, if evolution meansthe gradua
change of onekind of organisminto another
kind, the outstanding characterigtic of the
fossil record isthe absence of evidencefor
evolution—and abundant evidenceto the
contrary. Evolution isatheory, and the only
logica placetofind proof for thet theory is
inthefoss| record. But, rather than proof of
dow, gradua change over eonsof time, the
fossls show the opposite.

Professor Eldredge touched on the mag-
nitude of the problem when he admitted
that Darwin “ essentialy invented anew
field of scientific inquiry—what isnow
cdled ‘taphonomy’ —to explain why
thefossil record is so deficient, so full of
gaps, that the predicted patterns of gradual
changesmply do not emerge’ (Eldredge,
pp. 95-96, emphasis added).

Professor Gould Smilarly admitsthat the
“extremerarity” of evidencefor evolution

Photos © 2000 PhotoDisc, Inc.



inthefoss| record is“the trade secret of
paleontology.” He goeson to acknowledge
thet “the evolutionary treesthat adorn our
textbooks have dataonly at thetipsand
nodes of their branches; the rest isinference,
however reasonable, not the evidence of fos-
sls’ (“Evolution’sErratic Pace” Natural
Higtory, May 1977, p. 14, emphasis added).

But do paeontologists share this“trade
secret” with others? Hardly. “Reading
popular or even textbook introductionsto
evolution, .. . you might hardly guessthat
they [foss| gaps] exigt, o glibly and confi-
dently do most authors dide through them.
In the absence of foss| evidence, they write
what have beentermed ‘just S0’ Sories.

A suitable mutation just happened to take
place at the crucia moment, and hey presto,
anew stage of evolution wasreached”
(Hitching, pp. 12-13).

University of Cdifornialaw professor
Phillip Johnson approachesthe evidence
for and against evolution ashe would
goproach evidencein alega proceeding.
Regarding the misrepresentation of that
evidence, hewrites:

“Jugt about everyone who took acollege
biology courseduring thelast Sixty years
or S0 hasbeen led to bdieve that the fossi
record was abulwark of support for the
classc Darwinian thes's, not aligbility thet
hedto beexplained avay . . . Thefossl
record shows acongstent pattern of sudden
gppearancefollowed by agtass, thet life's
higtory ismoreagtory of variation around a
et of basic designsthan one of accumulat-
ing improvement, that extinction hasbeen

predominantly by catastrophe rather than
gradua obsolescence, and that orthodox
interpretation of thefoss| record often owe
moreto Darwinist preconception than to
the evidenceitsdlf. Paleontologists seem to
have thought it their duty to protect therest
of usfrom the erroneous conclusionswe
might have drawn if we had known the
actud gate of theevidence’ (Darwinon
Trial, 1993, pp. 58-59).

The secret evolutionists don't want
reveded isthat, even by their own interpre-
tations, thefossil record showsfully formed
Species gppearing for atime and then disap-
pearing. Other species gppeared at other
times before they, too, disappeared with
little or no change. Thefossil record Smply
does not support the central thesisof Dar-
winism, that speciesdowly and gradudly
changed from oneform to another.

Fact or interesting observations?

Professor Johnson notesthat “ Darwinists
congder evolutionto beafact, notjust a
theory, because it providesasdtisfying
explanaion for the pattern of relaionship
linking all living crestures—a pettern so
identified in their mindswith what they
congder to bethe necessary cause of the
pattern—descent with modification—that,
to them, biological relationship means
evolutionary relationship” (Johnson, p. 63,
emphasisinorigind).

The deceptive, smoke-and-mirror lan-
guage of evolution revolveslargely around
the classification of living species. Darwin-
ists attempt to explain naturd relaionships

they observein the anima and plant world
by categorizing animd and plant life
according to physica Smilarities. It could
be said that Darwin'stheory isnothing
more than educated observance of the
obvious: that is, the conclusion that most
animals gppear to berelated to one another
becauise most animals have one or more
characterigticsin common.

For ingtance, you might have a superfi-
cid classfication of whales, penguinsand
sharksin agroup together as aguatic ani-
mals. You might also have birds, batsand
bees grouped asflying crestures. These are
not thefina classficationsbecausethere
aremany other obvious differences. The
Dawinist approach, however, isto usethe
obvious genera smilaritiesto show, not
that animasweredikein many ways, but
that they were related to one another by
common ancestors.

Professor Johnson expressesit thisway:
“Darwin proposed anaturaistic explanation
for the essentidist festures of theliving
world that was so sunninginitslogica
gpped that it conquered the scientific world
even while doubts remained about some
important parts of histheory. He theorized
that the discontinuous groups of theliving
world were the descendants of long-extinct
common ancestors. Relatively closdly
related groups (likereptiles, birds, and
mammals) shared arelaively recent com-
mon ancestor; al vertebrates shared amore
ancient common ancestor; and dl animals
shared agtill more ancient common ances:
tor. He then proposed that the ancestors

The Case for a Creator

n this publication we have only briefly
Idiscussed some of the mounds of evi-

dence for an intelligent Designer, Law-
giver and Creator of the universe. Many
excellent books have been published in
recent years detailing scientific findings
and conclusions that point to a Creator.

If you would like to dig more deeply
into the case for a Creator and against
evolution, we recommend the following
books, all written by authors with
backgrounds in the physical sciences:

* Show Me God: What the Message
From Space Is Telling Us About God,
Fred Heeren, 1997. Examines how the
latest discoveries from space are consis-
tent with the Bible and point to an
intelligent, personal Creator; includes

comments and interviews with scientists.

e Darwin’s Black Box: The Biochemical
Challenge to Evolution, Michael Behe,
associate professor of biochemistry,
Lehigh University, Pennsylvania, 1996.
Demonstrates that the minute building
blocks of life—cells and their myriad com-
ponents—are far too complex for their
codependent parts and processes to have
evolved without an outside, intelligent
design at work.

e The Creator and the Cosmos, Hugh
Ross, Ph.D. in astronomy, University of
Toronto, 1993. Examines scientific evi-
dence supporting design in the universe
and the existence of the God of the Bible.

e Creation and Evolution: Rethinking
the Evidence From Science and the Bible,

Alan Hayward, 1985. Written by an emi-
nent British physicist, an insightful book
on the pros and cons of the evolution-vs.-
science controversy.

* Mere Creation: Science, Faith & Intel-
ligent Design, edited by William Dembski,
1998. A collection of academic writings
from physics, astrophysics, biology,
anthropology, biology, mechanical engi-
neering and mathematics that challenge
Darwinism and offer evidence supporting
intelligent design in the universe.

Although the publishers of this book-
let do not agree with every conclusion
presented in these books, we think they
present a persuasive and compelling case
that the universe and life on earth offer
abundant evidence for a Creator.
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must have been linked to their descendants
by long chains of trangitiond intermediates,
asoextinct” (Johnson, p. 64).

Evolutionigts chooseto dwdl onsmilar-
itiesrather than differences. By doing so
they lead you away from thetruth of the
matter: that Smilaritiesare evidence of a
common Designer behind the ructure and
function of thelifeforms. Each species of
anima was created and designed to exist
and thrivein aparticular way. Dawin and
the subsequent proponents of the evolution-
ary view of lifefocused on Smilarities
within themgjor classfications of animas
and drew the assumption that those similari-
tiesprovethat dl animasarerelated to one
another through common ancestors.

However, therearemgor differencesin
thelifeformson earth. If, asevolution sup-
posss, dl lifeformshad common ancestors
and chainsof intermediateslinking those
ancestors, thefossil record should overflow
with many such intermediate forms
between species. But, aswe have seen ear-
lier, paeontologists themsaves admit it
showsno such thing.

The biblical creation epic

Asnoted earlier, life demandsalifegiver.
Wecdl thisthelaw of biogenesis, thet life
can comeonly from life. Evolution assarts
that we and our world are the result of ran-
dom, mindless chance, the culmination of a
seriesof lucky accidents. The Bible presents
adifferent picture: A Lifegiver created life
onearthinaway and for apurposethat is
vadtly different from the scenario espoused
by evolutionigts. Who isthe Lifegiver?
What isHis purpose?

Inthisbooklet we pay particular aten-
tiontothehiblical Sdeof the story onthese
crucid subjects. Theproblemisn’'t thet
scientists cannot discover theanswer. The
problem isthat most have smply been
unwilling to serioudy congder that the
Bible might be aredliable foundation for
basic human knowledge and adependable
source of answersfor the enormoudy
important questions of life.

Let'sdtart at the beginning of the book of
Genesis. Chapter 1firgt briefly describesthe
cregtion of the heavensand the earth dong
with the gppearance of light and of dry land.

The Bible next recordsthe creation
of biologicd lifeon our planet. Fromthe
beginning, living thingswere divided into
broad classfications, eech after itsown
kind (or, broadly spesking, species), with
reproductive potentid only withinitskind.

Herewe seeascientific fact that scien-
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tigs acknowledge: Animals reproduce only
within their own species, or kind. Species,
infact, are defined by whether the anima's
can successtully interbreed with eech other.
According to the Bible, themgor species
wered| created after their own kind. They
did not evolve oneinto another.

God certainly alowed broad genetic
potentid withinthe biblically defined kinds
or pecies, asanyone can see by looking at
the Szes, shapes, colorsand other character-
isticsof dogs, cats, cattle, chickensand even
our fellow human beings. For centuries peo-
ple have used pecies genetic diversity to
breed animalsthat produce more mest, milk
or wool and gtrains of whest, cornand rice
that yield morefood. But the genetic poten-
tid for those varigionswas built into the
original Genesis“kind

“Then God said, ‘ Let the earth bring forth
grass, theherb thet yields seed, and the fruit
treethat yieldsfruit according toitskind,
whose seed [potentid for life] isinitsdf, on
theearth’; anditwass0” (verse11). Clearly
thebiblicd point of view isthat God isthe
Cregtor of life. He setin motion aprocess
by which life producesyet morelife.

Verse 21 plainly tellsusthat “God cre-
ated great seacregturesand every living
thing that moves’ in the waters of the sea.
Inverse 24 the Cregtor says, “L et theearth
bring forth theliving cresture according to
itskind.” Then verses 26-27 tell usof the
origin of human life.

We should pay specid attentiontothe
cregtion of thefirst man. Genesis2:7 says,
“And the Lorp God formed man of the dust
of the ground [from nonliving matter], and
bresthed into his nogtrilsthe breeth of life;
and man becamealiving being.” Sothe bib-
lical explanation isthat human lifecame
directly from God. Genesisexplainsthat
Godis, infact, the source of dl life.

The life of God

The Bible revealsmuch more about the
Giver of Life. It ateststhat He*“hasimmor-
taity, dwelling in ungpproachablelight,
whomno man hasseenor cansee. . ”

(1 Timothy 6:16). Jesus Chrigt tellsus, “For
asthe Father haslifein Himsdf, so He has
granted the Son to havelifein Himsdlf”
(John 5:26).

Here and in the book of Genesswefind
verification of the most basic law of biogen-
esis. Lifecan comeonly from preexisting
life. Life comes only from something
dready living, not from inert, dead mater.
God, having eternd lifein Himsdlf, isthe
origind Lifegiver.

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

TheBibledso revedsthat God has
adwaysexiged. He"inhabitseternity” (Isa
iah 57:15). Humanly, wefind it difficult to
grasp thisconcept. To usit sesemsnaturd for
everything to have abeginning and an end.
But there are somethingsthat are smply
beyond our grasp. Hereiswhere God wants
usto rely on HisWord, to accept what He
revedsand reflect on how incredibly lim-
ited wearein comparisonto Him (Isaiah
40:25-26, 28; 46:9-10; 55:8-9).

The Scripturestdl us, “By faithwe
understand thet the worldswere framed by
theword of God, so that thethingswhich
are seen were not made of thingswhich are
vishle’ (Hebrews 11:3). Themateridsa
hand that are taken for granted in evolution-
ary theory were smply not present. God
does not explain how He crested the heav-
ensand earth, only that He did. He gives
usample evidencein other areasthat His
Word, the Bible, istrue. Hewantsusto
take Him at Hisword.

Imparting spirit life to humans

Again, only God, who possesseslife
everlagting, can create new formsof life,
whether they be physica or something far
greater. Heisthe source of life.

From God'svantage point, far more
important than His crestion of biologica
lifeisthat Heisin the process of creating
new spirit life—among Hiscalled and cho-
sen human servants. John wrotethat “He
who hasthe Son has[eternd] life; hewho
does not have the Son of God does not have
[eternd] life’ (1 John 5:12).

The gpodle Paul reminded ayoung evan-
gdlist that Jesus Chrigt “ has abolished degth
and brought [eternd] lifeand immortdity to
light through the gospel” (2 Timothy 1:10).
Humans, who haveaphyscd lifeaveraging
about 70 years (Psalm 90:10), havethe
opportunity to liveforever. Paul wrote about
the* hope of eternd lifewhich God, who
cannot lie, promised before time began”
(Titus 1:2). Hetaught that faithful students
of Chrigt have“becomehersaccording to
the hope of eternd life’ (Titus 3:7).

The Giver of Lifefirst gave man physicd
life, asweread in thefirst two chapters of
Genesis Liketheanimas, man can and
doesdie (Hebrews 9:27). But, unlike ani-
mal's, man was created with the potentia to
attain eternd life. When you understand that
God isthe Lifegiver who created man for
His own specid purpose, with the potential
of immortality, lifetakes on meaning far
gregter than the empty purposel essness
inherent in afaith in evolution.



Scientists’ Thundering Silence

the mysteries of the universe, the

more their discoveries support the
existence of God. But all too often they
are remarkably silent about this aspect of
their findings.

Recent breakthroughs in understand-
ing the cell, the basic building block of
life, are a case in point. Michael Behe,
associate professor of biochemistry at
Lehigh University in Pennsylvania, after
analyzing extensive research at the mol-
ecular level, decided to go public with its
far-reaching implications. His recent
book Darwin’s Black Box: The Biochemi-
cal Challenge to Evolution (1996) is
packed with supporting scientific data, in
clear layman’s language, that substanti-
ates his stunning conclusion. Here are
several excerpts:

“In some ways, grown-up scientists
are . .. prone to wishful thinking . . . For
example, centuries ago it was thought
that insects and other small animals
arose directly from spoiled food. This
was easy to believe, because small ani-
mals were thought to be very simple
(before the invention of the microscope

The more deeply scientists delve into

living organisms could arise spontaneously
from liquids.

“The key to persuading people was the
portrayal of the cells as 'simple.’ One of the
chief advocates of the theory of sponta-
neous generation during the middle of
the nineteenth century was Ernst Haeckel,
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« | Science has made remarkable
strides in understanding not
only outer space, but inner
space. Research into cells, such
as the nerve cell at left, has
revealed great complexity
and unmistakable evidence
of design and a Designer.

a great admirer of Darwin and
an eager popularizer of Darwin's

naturalists thought that insects had no
internal organs).

“But as biology progressed and careful
experiments showed that protected food
did not breed life, the theory of sponta-
neous generation retreated to the limits
beyond which science could not detect
what was really happening. In the nine-
teenth century that meant the cell. When
beer, milk, or urine were allowed to sit for
several days in containers, even closed
ones, they always became cloudy from
something growing in them.

“The microscopes of the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries showed the
growth was very small, apparently living
cells. So it seemed reasonable that simple
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theory.

“From the limited view of cells that
microscopes provided, Haeckel believed
thata cell was a ‘simple little lump of albu-
minous combination of carbon,’ not much
different from a piece of microscopic Jell-O.
So it seemed to Haeckel that such simple
life, with no internal organs, could be pro-
duced from inanimate material. Now, of
course, we know better” (pp. 23-24).

How complex is the cell? Zoology pro-
fessor and evolutionist Richard Dawkins
notes that the cell nucleus “contains a dig-
itally coded database larger, in informa-
tion content, than all 30 volumes of the
Encyclopaedia Britannica put together.
And this figure is for each cell .. . The total
number of cells in the body (of a human)

is about 10 trillion” (The Blind Watch-
maker, pp. 17-18, emphasis in original).

Later in his book Dr. Behe discusses the
complexity and intricacy scientists have
discovered. “Over the past four decades
modern biochemistry has uncovered the
secrets of the cell. The progress has been
hard won. It has required tens of thou-
sands of people to dedicate the better
parts of their lives to the tedious work of
the laboratory ...

“The results of these cumulative
efforts to investigate the cell—to investi-
gate life at the molecular level—is a loud,
clear, piercing cry of ‘design!’ The result is
so unambiguous and so significant that it
must be ranked as one of the greatest
achievements in the history of science.
The discovery rivals those of Newton and
Einstein, Lavoisier and Schrodinger, Pas-
teur, and Darwin. The observation of the
intelligent design of life is as momentous
as the observation that the earth goes
around the sun or that disease is caused
by bacteria or that radiation is emitted
in quanta.

“The magnitude of the victory, gained
at such great cost through sustained effort
over the course of decades, would be
expected to send champagne corks flying
in labs around the world. This triumph of
science should evoke cries of ‘Eureka!’
from ten thousand throats, should occa-
sion much hand-slapping and high-living,
and perhaps even be an excuse to take
the day off.

"But no bottles have been uncorked,
no hands slapped. Instead a curious,
embarrassed silence surrounds the stark
complexity of the cell. When the subject
comes up in public, feet start to shuffle,
and breathing gets a bit labored. In pri-
vate people are a bit more relaxed; many
explicitly admit the obvious but then stare
atthe ground, shake their heads, and let it
go at that.

“Why does the scientific community
not greedily embrace its startling discov-
ery? Why is the observation of design
handled with intellectual gloves? The
dilemma is that while one side of the ele-
phant is labeled intelligent design, the
other side might be labeled God” (Behe,
pp. 232-233, original emphasis).

These discoveries reveal that the sim-
plest living cell is so intricate, complex and
marvelous in its design that even the pos-
sibility of its coming into existence acci-
dentally is unthinkable. The evidence of
an intelligent Designer is overwhelming.

The Giver of Life
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What Is Life's Meaning
and Purpose?

oeslife have meaning without
Godinthepicture?Isthereapur-
posefor the earth and thosewho
dwell onit?If so, what isthe pur-

When Stephen Hawking wrote hisbook
ABrief Hidory of Time, after o
explaning hisview of the nature
of theuniverse, he concluded: “If
wefind theanswer tothat [the
question of why weand theuni-
verseexid], it would bethe ulti-
meatetriumph of human
reason—for then wewould know
themind of God” (Hawking, p.
175).

Theanswer to that question
will not comefrom human intelli-
genceor reason but only fromthe
Onewho transcends our materid
universe If weremove God from
theeguetion, welosedl senseof
purposefor man and the universe.

Themeaning of lifehasbeena
question mark from thebeginning
of mankind. Itisin our netureto

befutileeffortsin auniverseawaiting its
ownruin.

Thelate astronomer and author Carl
Sagan didn't believein God. After the degth
of hiswifeaf 20 years, hebdieved hewould
never see her again. Ashisown degth

What is our purpose in life? Is life only a brief, passing span
bounded by an eternity of nothingness before and beyond?

theassumptionthat thislifeisdl thereis

But, if God exigs, our liveshave an eter-
na significance because our hopeisnot
desth but eternd life (seeWhy WereYou
Born? p. 21). If God exigts wehaveagtan-
dard of absoluteright and wrong residingin
thenature of God Himsdf. This
makesour
mord choices profoundly
sgnificant.

Broadly speeking, man
has developed three viewsthat
atempt to explain the meaning
of lifewithout God and deny
any possibility of lifebeyond
itsearthly exigence. Thesehave
had an enormousimpect onthe
world and theway

peoplelive.
The nihilistic view

Thefirg condusionthat
soringsfroman aheidic
gpproach to lifeisthat human
exisence, lavsand inditutions
aremeaningless. Thisview is

ask such questionsas“Why am
| here?” and“What isthe purpose of life?’

God hesa purposefor man, but few grasp
what it is. Knowing thet transcendent pur-
pose, and redly believingit, caninfuse
meaning into our lives. But we can under-
stand our purpose only if we seek answers
from the Onewho crested life.

Purpose without God

Let usfirg consder themeaning of life
if evolution weretrueandif therewereno
Crestor God who has hed any involvement
with mankind.

If therewereno God, therewould be
no possibility of lifebeyond thegrave
and certainly no possibility of immortdity.
Lifewould endinthefindity of thegrave.
Therewould be no transcendent purposeto
give meaning to our lives. Our liveswould
have no more Sgnificancethan any animd or
insect graining for surviva until the moment
of death. All the achievements, the sacrifices,
the good and wonderful thingsmenand
women dowould ultimately

approached, he expressed acommon human
longing mixed with thefutility inherent in
athelsm. “1 would loveto believethat when |
diel will live again, that somethinking, fed-
ing, remembering part of mewill continue.
But, muchas

| want to believethat, and despite the ancient
and worldwide culturd traditionsthet assert
anafterlife, | know of nothing

to suggest that it ismore than wishful think-
ing” (“IntheVdley of the Shadow,” Parade,
March 10, 1996).

When you remove the progpect and hope
of an afterlife, your lifeiswithout vdue and
without purpose. What differencewould it
ultimetely makewhether
welived likeaMother Teresaor anAdolf
Hitler? Everyone' sfatewould bethe same.
Thegood contributions of peoplewould
meke no differencetotheir fate or thefate of
theuniverse

Thisisthe blegk outlook of thasewho
basether beliefson atheism, evolution and
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nihilism—aconvictionthat,
since God does not

exig, the universeand anythinginit hesno
god or purpose. We aremerdly the product
of metter, timeand chance. Thereisnollife
beyond our temporary existence. We arethe
solemagtersof our earthly life, and what we
makeof oursdvesinitsshort durationis
within our own power.

Thisview deniesthat vauesexig. It
deniesthe existence of any objectivebassfor
the establishment of ethics mordsor truth. It
clamsyou arefreato adopt any
st of likesor didikesrather than adhere
toasystem of mord absolutes.

Your slandardsand choices are deter-
mined by what seemsbest for you, by what
givesyou persond stisfaction or plessure. It
providesnorationd judificationfor livinga
mord life. It may beto your advantageto
conformto themora vauesof society if that
itisinyour best interests, but you haveno
obligetionto
beamord personif doing sowould go
againg your persond interests. Inthissense
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an athe st may have mordsand be

amord person, but we should understand

thet an athel gt or exigentidist appedstono

authority for thosemords.
Thisnihiligtic view led to the pronounce-

ment inthe 1960sthat “ God isdeed.” Thet

doganimplied that God and Hislawsare

irrdlevant and should not be used to influence

manto ahigher mora sandard. Itimplied
you can do whatever you plesse.

That philosophy led to ageneration
thet did whatever it pleased. It usheredina
time of rebdlion againg long-held values.

Drug use, violence and promiscuity skyrock-

eted upward. Mord gandardsand
the number of sable marriagesand
families plummeted.

Althoughwerarely see such open

displaysof rebelion and anarchy in our

dreetsand universtiesaswe saw then, the
damege has been done. Whole societies

were—and rema n—permanently corrupted

by thisrejection of Bible-based sandards

and vaues. It hasexacted aterribletoll. |dess

have consequences. Peoplewho promul-

gated this philosophy didn't redlize the extent

of those consequences.

The humanistic approach

Thenext view issmilar. Humanismdso
holdsthet the universe exigsfor
no purpose. Wearethereault of ablind
processthat doesnot necessitate any kind of
meaning.

Humaniam differsfrom nihilism, how-
ever, inthat life can haveameaning if we
assgnameaningtolife Lifecan haveas

much meaning asweput intoit. Lifeisworth

living because we oursdves make

it worthwhileand enjoyable. Aswith
nihilism, however, no objectivevaues
areacknowledged. Thisview holdsthat a
person may bemord becauseit giveshim

persond satisfaction to create vauesand live

according tothosevaues.

Thereisn't much difference between the
humanistic view and nihilism. Thehumanis-
tic view acknowledgesthet vauesexig, but

vauesarendther objective, universal nor
permanent—and no oneisobligated
to bemord; no absolutevauesexig.

Humanism failsto provide mord objec-

tionstoimmora behavior. In other words,

if

no mora absolutesexi<t, you can't demon-
dratethat anythingiswrong or evil. Thusno

oneisinapaostiontojudge or condemnthe

choicesor actionsof others,

Why Were You Born?

holds that life evolved by chance,

with no ultimate purpose or plan.
The Bible, however, tells us God created
the earth and man with a specific—and
awe-inspiring—purpose in mind.

What is that purpose? King David,
when viewing the expanse of the night
sky long ago, asked, “What are human
beings that you are mindful of them,
mortals that you care for them?” (Psalm
8:4, NRSV). Unlike all other creatures,
God created man in His own image and
likeness (Genesis 1:26). He gave man the
ability to have a relationship with Him.
Man had the capacity to understand and
live by the same spiritual laws that God
Himself lives by and that are part of
His character. Man could grow to become
more like God through an intimate
relationship with Him.

Our first human parent, Adam, made a
fateful choice for the rest of the human
race when he tried to find a way of life for
himself apart from the intimate relation-
ship God was offering him. We have been
groping for meaning ever since.

The awe-inspiring truth is that God is
creating a family—the God family. He is
the Father of that family. How did Jesus
Christ reveal God to His disciples? As “our
Father in heaven” (Matthew 6:9). Jesus
tells us to follow the ways of God “that
you may be sons of your Father in
heaven” (Matthew 5:45).

God invites us into a father-child rela-
tionship with Himself and gives us His Spirit

The atheistic, evolutionary approach

50 we can become His children: “. . . But
you received the Spirit of adoption by
whom we cry out, ‘Abba, Father.’ The Spirit
[itself] bears witness with our spirit that we
are children of God, and if children, then
heirs—heirs of God and joint heirs with
Christ..." (Romans 8:15-17).

After this life, those to whom God gives

According to evolution, man is but one
species in a large family of animals.
According to the Bible, our destiny lies
in another family, the family of God.

His Spirit receive eternal life through a res-
urrection from the dead. “We shall not all
sleep, but we shall all be changed—in a
moment, in the twinkling of an eye, at the

last trumpet. For the trumpet will sound,
and the dead will be raised incorruptible,
and we shall be changed. For this corrupt-
ible must put on incorruption, and
this mortal must put on immortality”
(1 Corinthians 15:51-53).

It is through the resurrection to eternal
life that God transforms us into glorified
and immortal beings, as God Himself is. As
1 John 3:2 tells us, “we shall be like Him,
for we shall see Him as He is.”

God is in the process of creating His
own family. He will give humans eternal
life, which we will share with Him for eter-
nity. He desires to share His eternal exis-
tence with others in a way of life of love
toward others. Because of His love, God
brought the universe into existence in the
first place. It is because of God's love that
He gave us a part in it. Life is the result of
God's love and His desire to share His love
with His immortal family for eternity.

The Bible’s revelation of our destiny is
far removed from the dark, meaningless
view of life offered by atheism and evolu-
tion. Life with God in the picture is not

1 something we should rationally oppose.

Rather, we should regard it as a cause for
rejoicing. Life without God—and without
His promise of eternal life—is empty and
hopeless. Life with God is exciting, fulfill-
ing and ultimately rewarding beyond our
wildest imagination. (For a deeper under-
standing of our future as revealed in the
Bible, be sure to request your free copies
of the booklets What Is Your Destiny? and
The Gospel of the Kingdom.)

What Is Life’s Meaning and Purpose?
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Immanent purpose

A third view isthat objective vduesdo
exig, but they exist independently of God,
they do not need Himto exist. Thisview is
different from thefirgt two becauseit recog-
nizesthe existence of objective vaues.

The major issues of life

Canwehaveared purpose and absolute
valueswithout God? People can fathom
some meaning in lifewith these philoso-
phies—if you define meaning asasense of
temporary happinessand enjoying lifea
themoment. Itis

Philosophies of life rooted in evolution ultimately offer no hope
or purpose in life. When we understand the truth of God’s plan
as revealed in the Bible, life becomes infused with meaning.

sad thet far too
many have cometo
definemeaning
thisway. But
theseviewsfail
to answer theredl
questions concern-
ing meaning. Only
when you put God
inthe picturecan
you find acomplete
answer that not only
givesmeaning to
thislife now but sat-
isfiesour longing
for purpose beyond
thislife.

Of dl the crear
tureswe see around
us, manistheonly

part of the cregtion

However, according to thisview man has  that can even addressthe subject of mean-

sufficient mord intuition to become aware
of themord valuesthat exist. Here again
man isthe discoverer of mordsand has
within himself the ahility to live by morals
if he chooses. He does not need God to tell
him of absolutesor what themord
absolutes are. Thereforethereisno need for
God. The meaningfulness of lifedoesnot
depend on the existence of God

or something outsde human life.

All three of these perspectives have
something in common: They remove God
from congderation and offer no hope of life
beyond degth. All threeviews proclaim, in
essence, that man came from nothing, we
have evolved to find oursel vesthe highest
order of life, and wearein apostionto
order our own values and define ourselves
and our degtiny.

Theseviewsadso hold that thereis
no lifeafter deeth, thet thislifeisal thereis.
Lifemay or may not have meaning,
depending on ong'sview. Theresultis
that we achieve nothing more than pas-
sing on our genes and philasophiesto our
progeny in hopesthat they will further
developinto superior beings. All this, of
course, saysthat evolutionisnot finished
and wearein an ongoing process of
ever-higher devel opment.
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ing, worship God and can expressabdlief in
life after death. Unlike animals, humanscan
conceive

of eternity and immortality.

Why arewedifferent? Could it be that
our faculty of imagining the future, hoping
for life beyond our tempora hour, was
thoughtfully placed within us by a Cregtor
who Himsdlf has assgned an eternd
purposefor humans?

Some 3,000 years ago wise King
Solomon wrotethat God “ has put eternity
in[men’'s| hearts’ (Ecclesastes 3:11). God
gave usthelonging to ask the questions, but
not the ability to know the answers unless
we cometo sincerely seek and
rely on Him.

If we choose not to believe that God cre-
ated the universe, then we must believe thet
al hopein thefuture and desirefor meaning
beyond our physicd lifearefutile. Ironi-
caly, if the principlesby which evolutionis
assumed to operate were true, man would-
Nn't need to devel op this aspect of hisintdl-
lect.

But thefact isthat we do think about it.

Humansare God's crestion. He had His
reasonsfor putting us here. Our worth isnot
in oursalves but that God crested usin His
image. It is God who gives vaueto human

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

life

The problem isthet, Sncewe have
removed God from consideration, we have
been desperately searching elsawhereto try
to find sdf-worth. We have devel oped psy-
chologiesthat emphasize our sdlf-impor-
tance. A virtua priesthood of psychologists
tells uswe can rise above the problemswe
have created for ourselves by pulling our-
selvesup by our
own bootstraps.

Mogt of our system of psychology
was designed to accommodate agodless
view of cregtion. It rgectsthe concept
that our worth comesfrom a Creator
who assigned a purpose to man before
He created any of us.

Themord principlesof God are embod-
ied inthelaws He gave man. Contrary to
the predominantly secular views of psy-
chology, how we should live should not
be determined by how our actions make
usfed. God'slawswere meant to work for
man’s own good. When wefollow them,
they lead not only to happiness and fulfill-
ment inthislife, but they give usapicture of
what God Himsdlf isdl about. God'slaw is,
inasense, what Heis. Hislawsreflect His
character and nature.

Priceless privilege or cheap substitute?

Of dl the creetion, God gave usdonethe
ability to choosewhether wewill live by
Hislawsor by whatever vdueswe assgn to
oursavesfor our own satisfaction. God's
lawsare not mere duties, but He designed
us so wewill become most happy, satisfied
and fulfilled by doing what He says. Since
God made us, Heknowswhat isbest for us.
He gives usingructionsthat will benefit us.

Manisnot amere puppetin God's
hands. We have the choice of whether
to do what He says or not (Deuteronomy
30:19). We can either recognize Him asthe
Creator and Lawgiver of the cosmos, or we
can deny that He exigts. We can choose to
liveameaninglesslifeor alifewith pur-
pose.
If we exdt oursalves by imagining thet
wearethe highest form of lifein the evolu-
tionary process, wein redlity arerobbing
oursaves of the pricelessvaue God places
on us. Our existence and future are devalued
from being sonsof God to being only one
of many speciesof animds. It istragic that
man has subgtituted the chesp fedling of
sdf-importancefor the priceless privilege of
becoming God's own children, of sharing
the awesome universewith Him
inglory andimmortality.
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Consequences of Ideas

othing hasamore direct impact
onour mora choicesthan
whether we bdlievein God.
Themord choiceswe make
determine the outcome of our livesand,
collectively, of society. Our attitude toward
law, respect for and acknowledgment of
authority, respect for the unborn and even
our sexud practices are determined largely
by our belief or lack of belief in God. Our
conduct toward others, aswell asthelove
and commitment in our relation-

one'sreasoning? The Bibletelsus: “The
fool hassaidin hisheart, ‘ Thereisno
God'” (Psdm 14:1). Thesameverse
describes the consequences of such think-
ing: “They are corrupt, they have done
abominableworks, thereisnonewho
doesgood.” Their entire outlook is defiled.
God undergtands the motivetions of
people who deny the possibility thet God
isred. When they convincethemsdvesthat
God doesn't exigt, what isright and wrong

from acertain system of mordity. We
objected to the mordity becauseit interfered
with out sexud freedom. .. Therewasone
admirably Smple method of confuting these
peopleand & the sametime judtifying our-
svesin our politica and eratic revalt: We
could deny thet theworld had any meaning
whetsoever” (ibid., p. 270).

Huxley confessed it was hisdesire
to befree from mora standardsthat pro-
pelled him and otherswho shared his
thinking to devise arationd

ships, usudly boilsdown to one
issue: Do we believe God when
He speaks?

Over the past few centurieswe
have come through a supposed
age of enlightenment inwhich
philosophers and other thinkers
sent the clear messagethat we
don't need God totdll uswhat is
right or wrong. Asaresult, athe-
ismand materidism areincress- |
ingly accepted asthe norm. Those
who believein God and the truth-
fulnessof the Bibleoftenareseen |
as uneducated, unenlightened,
uperdtitious and archaic—if not
downright dangerous. [

SaysRichard Dawkins, the
staunch defender of evolution

“Itisabsolutely safeto say that,

What happens to man’s moral outlook when we remove God
S er OF ev( from the picture? Do some reject God so they can have free-
introduced earlier inthisbooklet:  dom to do as they choose—regardless of the consequences?

basisfor dismissing theidea
of any innate moral obligations.
How many studentsin our
academic inditutions have any
idea such motives shaped the
theories and philosophiesthey
aretaught asfact? Probably few
indeed. But, startling asit may
be, the theory thet life evolved
spontaneoudy was spawned and
fueled by hogtility toward God's
standards and values.

Exhilaration from
denying God

Huxley'sbrother Julian
(1887-1975) was even more
blunt: “The sense of spiritua
relief which comesfrom reject-
ing theideaof God asasuper-

if you meet somebody who claimsnot to
believein evolution, that personisigno-
rant, stupid or insane (or wicked, but

I'd rather not consider that)” (Richard
Dawkins, The New York Timesreview

of Blueprints, April 9, 1989).

Academic and government ingtitutions
most respongblefor determining society’s
thinking and behavior havefor the most
part banned God from their halls. Most phi-
losophy, psychology, science and history
classes begin with an evolutionary premise,
that thereisno God and life cameinto
being spontaneoudy and by chance. Thus
they include no universal purposeor ulti-
mate meaning for human lifein their
courses of study.

Sowheredoesthat leave us?

An underlying motive

What are the fruits of denying the
exisence of the Creator? Doesit distort

no longer mettersto them. They haveno
objective standard for behavior. They see
no reason they shouldn’t do asthey wish.
Theauthor AldousHuxley (1894-1963),
member of one of England'sintellectualy
distinguished families, admitted: “1 hed
motivesfor not wanting the world to have
ameaning; consequently | assumed thet it
had none, and was able without any diffi-
culty tofind satisfying ressonsfor this
assumption. . . Those who detect no mean-
ing in theworld generaly do so because,
for onereason or another, it suitstheir [pur-
pose] thet the world should be meaningless’
(Endsand Means, 1946, p. 273).
Where does such thinking leed? Huxley
explains: “For mysdif, as, no doulbt, for most
of my contemporaries, the philosophy of
meaninglessnesswas essentidly aningru-
ment of liberation. Theliberation wedesred
was dmultaneoudy liberation from acertain
political and economic system and liberation

human being is enormous’
(Essays of a Humanist, 1966, p. 223).

Aldous and Julian Huxley were grand-
sonsof Thomas Huxley (1825-1895), a
closefriend of Charles Darwin and vigor-
ous promoter of evolution. Early inthe
debate over evolution, Thomas Huxley
revealed hisantirdigiousbiasto abiologist
friend: “I am very glad that you seethe
importance of doing battle with the cleri-
cds. .. | dedrethat the next generation
may be lessfettered by the grossand stupid
supergtitions of [religious] orthodoxy than
mine hasbeen. And | shdll bewdl| satisfied
if | can succeed to however small an extent
in bringing about that result” (Thomas
Huxley, quoted in The Columbia History
of theWorld, John Garraty and Peter Gay,
editors, 1972, p. 957).

Morerecently, paeontologist Stephen
Jay Gould asserted: “We are here because
one odd group of fisheshad apeculiar fin
anatomy thet could transforminto legsfor
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terrestria crestures; because comets struck
the earth and wiped out dinosaurs, thereby
giving mammalsachance not otherwise
available (so thank your lucky garsinalit-
erd sense); because the earth never froze
entirdy during anice age; becauseasmal

and tenuous pecies, arising inAfricaaquar-

ter of amillion yearsago, has managed, so
far, to survive by hook and by crook.

“Wemay yearn for a‘ higher’ ansver—
but none exigts. Thisexplanation, though
superficidly troubling, if not terrifying,
isultimately liberating and exhilarating”
(David Friend, The Meaning of Life, 1991,
p. 33, emphasis added).

What afrank and candid admission! But
why would anyonefed exhilarated and lib-
erated by convincing himsdlf that God does
not exist?

Theproblem lieswiththe heart. The
prophet Jeremiah explained, “Theheart is
more deceitful than dl eseand isdesper-
ately sck; who can understand it?” (Jere-

miah 17:9, New American Standard Bible).
God exposesthe dark intent of those
who ddliberatdly set themsalves againgt
Him. “For when they [those who despise
God'sauthority] spesk great swelling
words of emptiness, they alurethrough
thelusts of the flesh, through lewdness,
the oneswho have actually escaped from

thosewho livein error. Whilethey promise

them liberty, they themsdvesare daves
of corruption; for by whom apersonis
overcome, by him adso heisbrought into
bondage” (2 Peter 2:18-19).

Wemust guard our mindsagaing those
“great swellingwords of emptiness’ thet

bombard uswith unsubstantiated evolution-
ary thought. Such thinking hasagradua and
insdiouseffect on usand on our society thet

the Bible equateswith davery.

Analyzing the motive

God'sWord pullsno punchesin
identifying the motivation for denying His

exigence. The apostle Paul explainsthat
some people disregard God to satisfy thelr
OWN passions.

Noticethe processand tragic results:
“...Wha may beknown of God is manifest
inthem, for God hasshownit to them. For
sincethe creation of theworld Hisinvisble
atributes are dearly seen, being understood
by thethingsthet are made, even Hiseternd
power and Godheed, so that they arewithout
excuse, because, dthough they knew God,
they did not glorify Himas God, nor were
thankful, but becamefutilein their thoughts,
and their foolish heartswere darkened”
(Romans1:19-21).

Paul explainsthat, when welook into the
skiesand examinethe world around
us, the creative hand of God should be sif-
evident. A reasonable person will recognize
God exigts because of the evidence he can
seewith hisown eyes. Paul saysaperson
should conclude thereisaCrestor God
and recognize many of Hisattributesby
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Man’s Natural Hostility Toward God

hy does man reject the idea of
WGod and divine laws that define

His standards? God's laws call on
us to meet a personally demanding stan-
dard that few are willing to consider. Man
rejects God principally because God's laws
embody a morality that is outwardly
focused and shows concern for others
rather than oneself. We, however, are pri-
marily motivated by selfish concerns—
what is best for us, what we can get, how
we can be viewed as better than others.

Why do we have such a selfish nature?
How did it originate? The Bible tells us
the origin of the hostile and suspicious
nature inherent in humans. Genesis 3
explains that the devil, in the guise of the
serpent, first planted this suspicion and
rebellion toward God in the mind of the
first man and woman. He told them God
was not acting in their best interest and
convinced them they could do just as
well, if not better, without God.

When Eve was taken in by the devil's
seductive reasoning and Adam then
rebelled with her, God did not force Him-
self on them. He allowed them to live
without the benefit of His revealed
knowledge. Adam quickly blamed his
wife, and his wife blamed the serpent.
Man has been blaming everyone else for
his troubles ever since.

Things quickly degenerated. In a fit of

jealousy, the firstborn son of Adam and
Eve killed his younger brother (Genesis
4). Envy, jealousy and greed have become
entrenched human motivations just as
violence has become a common way of
dealing with conflict.

The descendants of Adam have seldom
freely returned to God and willingly
trusted in Him.

Notice the apostle Paul's description of
mankind's motivation: “For those who live
according to the flesh set their minds on
the things of the flesh . .."” (Romans 8:5).
Their fleshly desires prejudice their minds
against God and the morality of His laws.
Therefore, Paul continues, “for this reason
the mind that is set on the flesh is hostile
to God; it does not submit to God's law—
indeed it cannot” (verse 7, NRSV).

It's little wonder that most people
reject anything that doesn't reflect their
own point of view (Jeremiah 10:23). They
think they have a better, more enlight-
ened way, one far superior to the pre-
sumed crude and oppressive morality of
the Bible. Nevertheless, God's law far
excels alternative moral values of man. As
the apostle Paul wrote, “the wisdom of
this world is foolishness with God”
(1 Corinthians 3:19).

Historically no nations or peoples have
wanted to be governed by all of the
Ten Commandments, because they go

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

against the grain of human nature. Some
can see benefits in keeping several of the
commandments, such as not lying to,
stealing from or killing one’s fellowman.
But, at best, people generally pick and
choose among God’s laws or embrace
them only superficially.

Even when they keep the letter of
those laws, they often miss their spirit
and intent, which Jesus Christ defined as
love toward God and love toward our
fellowman (Matthew 22:37-40).

In rejecting God's revealed way of life,
people unknowingly cut themselves off
from blessings and sentence themselves
to suffering. “See, | have set before you
today life and good, death and evil, in that
| command you today to love the Lorp
your God, to walk in His ways, and to keep
His commandments, His statutes, and His
judgments, that you may live and multi-
ply; and the Lorp your God will bless
you..." (Deuteronomy 30:15-16).

It is sad that most people choose not
to accept God's offer of a way that will
lead to an abundant and fulfilled life.
There is much more to learn about this
vital subject, and we have only scratched
the surface here. Please request your free
copies of the booklets The Ten Com-
mandments and The Road to Eternal
Life, which discuss these topics in much
greater depth.



observing thewonders He has made. To
conclude otherwise—that the sun, moon,
earth and garscameinto existence on ther
own from nothing—is utterly illogica.

Some, however, carry such apassonate
anti-God preudice they conclude the oppo-
site—that the physica universe doesn't
require God. Paul continues his description
of the processthat takes placein their
thinking: “ Professing to be wise, they
becamefools, and changed the glory
of theincorruptible God into animage
made like corruptible man—and birdsand
four-footed animals and creeping things’
(verses 22-23). They attribute godlike
powersto the physical creation and reject
the Creator.

Have you been mided by thisfaserea
soning into assuming that the thinkers of this
world arewisejust because they can observe
smilaritiesin animd and plant lifeonthis
planet and elaborately hypothesize thet they
originated from acommon ancestor? This
reasoning isone of the basic foundations
of the evolutionary concept.

Paul continues: “ Therefore God o gave
them up to undeanness, in the lusts of their
hearts, to dishonor their bodiesamong them-
salves, who exchanged the truth of God for
thelie, and worshiped and served the crea
turerather than the Crestor, who isblessed
forever” (versss 23-25).

Where does such thinking lead?

Paul analyzesthe fruits of the thinking
that leaves God out of the picture. “For this
reason God gave them up to vile passions.
For even their women exchanged the nat-
ural usefor what isagaingt nature. Like-
wise aso themen, leaving the natural use
of thewoman, burned intheir lust for one
another, men with men committing what is
shameful, and receiving in themsdlvesthe
penalty of their error which was due”
(verses 26-27).

Paul getsto the crux of the matter: Peo-
pledon’t want God to stop them from grati-
fying their slfish lugts. “And even asthey
did not liketo retain God intheir knowl-
edge, God gavethem over to adebased
mind, to do thosethingsthat are not fitting;
being filled with dl unrighteousness, sexud
immorality, wickedness, covetousness,
maliciousness, full of envy, murder, dtrife,
deceit, evil-mindedness, they arewhisper-
ers, backbiters, hatersof God, violert,
proud, boasters, inventors of evil things, dis-
obedient to parents, undiscerning, untrust-
worthy, unloving, unforgiving, unmerciful”
(verses28-31).

These arethe predictable results of

removing God from our thinking (verse
28). They describe asociety that does not
recognize God and mord law, nor doesit
acknowledge absolute principles of right
and wrong.

The God-is-dead movement

One of the acclaimed philosophers of
the modern world, Friedrich Nietzsche
(1844-1900), wasinfluentid in the attack
on God asthe source of mord standards.
Hisideas had aradicd impact on some of
the most influential men of the 20th century,
particularly Adolf Hitler.

Nietzsche sought to replacethereligion
of Chridianity, withitsbelief and reliance
on God, with anew world built on agodless
foundation. He sought to redefine human
lifewithout God. He claimed that Chrigtian
ideas weakened man and prevented him
fromrigng to thetrue greatnessthet lay
within him. Chrigtianity with its concepts
of mordity, repentance and humility were
sdf-debasing idessthat had to be discarded
before humanity could breek free, soar to
grester heightsand scalethe mountains
of individua accomplishment.

Nietzsche strongly espoused theidea
that, ashe put it, “God isdead.” Hewrote
his philosophy in astylethat stirred the
emotion and imagination. He argued that
since God is dead we humans must be
worthy to take His place. However, he
wrote that man was not ready for such an
exdted position, and until man was able
he must live through atemporary time of
upheaval and revolution. The day would
come, nevertheless, when thisgodless
world would be welcomed into thearms
of aphilosophical ddliverer.

Enter the superman

Nietzsche's predictionsin part came
true. His nihilistic teachings were ready
to be taken serioudy by arapidly changing
world aready influenced by the philoso-
pherswho preceded him—David Hume
the skeptic; Immanuel Kant, who exalted
the authority of human reason; Soren
Kierkegaard the exigentidist. There arose
great men, atheists and despisers of reli-
gion who sought to become what the
world was waiting for—the new super-
man. Men like Hitler, Joseph Stalin, Mao
Tse-Tung and Pol Pot were products of
that experimenta philosophy.

Historian Paul Johnson writes:
“Friedrich Nietzsche.. . . saw God not asan
invention but asacasudty, and hisdemise
asin someimportant sense an historica

event, which would have drameatic conse-
quences. Hewrotein 1886: ‘ The grestest
event of recent times—that “ God is Dead,”
that the belief inthe Chrigtian God isno
longer tenable—isbeginning to cast itsfirst
shadows over Europe!

“Among the advanced races, the decline
and ultimately the collapse of the religious
impulse would leave a huge vacuum. The
history of modern timesisin great part the
history of how that vacuum had been filled.
Nietzscherightly perceived that the most
likely candidate would be what he called
the *Will to Power ...

“Inplace of religious bdlief, therewould
be secular ideology. Thosewho had once
filled the ranks of thetotalitarian clergy
would becometotalitarian paliticians. And
abovedl, theWill to Power would produce
anew kind of messiah, uninhibited by
any religious sanctionswhatever, and with
an ungppeasable gppetite for contralling
mankind. Theend of the old order, with an
unguided world adrift in areativistic uni-
verse, was asummonsto such gangster-
satesmen to emerge. They were not dow
to maketheir gopearance” (AHistory of the
Modern World From 1917 to the 1980s,
1983, p. 48).

Looking back on the 20th century, Paul
Johnson obsarved: “We have lived through
aterrible century of war and destruction
precisaly because powerful men did usurp
God'sprerogatives. | cal the 20th century
the Century of Physics, inaugurated by
Einstein's specid and generd theories.
During this period, physics becamethe
dominant science, producing nuclear
energy and spacetravel.

“The century aso brought forth socia
engineering, the practice of shoving large
numbers of human beingsaround as
though they were earth or concrete. Socid
engineering was akey featureinthe Nazi
and Communigt totalitarian regimes, where
it combined with mord relaivism—the
belief that right and wrong can be changed
for the convenience of human societies—
and the denial of God'srights.

“To Hitler the higher law of the party
took precedence over the Ten Command-
ments. Lenin praised the Revolutionary
conscience asasurer guidefor mankind
than the conscience implanted by religion”
(Reader's Digest, “ The Real Message of
the Millennium,” December 1999, p. 65).

Social engineering
It was Charles Darwin who gave the
philosopherswhat they wanted to hear.
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Before Darwin theideas were abstract,
perhaps reactionsto earlier abusive and
corrupt ingtitutions and governments. Dar-
win gavelifeto thenihilitic, existentidit,
rationalist philosophy. With histheory of

The anti-God movement that took root in the 19th century bore
its bitter fruit in the 20th with two world wars, the rise of atheistic
communism and gruesome savagery against other human beings.

at the desksandinlecture hdlsof nihilistic
ientistsand philosophers’ (The Doctor
and the Soul: Introduction to Logotherapy,
1982, p. xxi).

Thewordsof Hitler, posted in
Auschwitz in hope
that the human race
would never again
descend to such
svagery, area
sobering reminder
of what happens
when wergject
God'smoral
absolutes. “| freed
Germany fromthe
stupid and degrad-
ing fallacies of
conscience and
mordity ... We
will train young
people before
whom theworld
will tremble. | want
young people capa
ble of violence—

imperious, relent-
lessand crue”
(Ravi Zacharias,
Can Man Live

the mechanism of natura selection, he
could explain scientificaly—at least in
theory—thet there didn’'t haveto bea
Creator God after dl. Life could have
come about on its own and then evolved
without God.

Science and philosophy now teamed up
to shetter the hold religion had on the popu-
lace. With the theory of evolution—and the
ramifications of thet thinking—would come
the bloodiest century in human history.

Thegreat moralist Victor Frankl, asur-
vivor of Auschwitz, wrote: “If we present
man with aconcept of man whichisnot
true, wemay well corrupt him. Whenwe
present himas. . . abundle of indtincts,
asapawn of drive and reactions, asamere
product of heredity and environment, we
feed the nihilism to which modern maniis,
inany case, prone.

“I became acquainted with the last stage
of corruption in my second concentration
camp, Auschwitz. The gas chambers of
Auschwitz were the ultimate consequence
of thetheory that man isnothing but the
product of heredity and environment . . .
| am absolutely convinced that the gas
chambers of Auschwitz, Treblinka, and
Maidanek were ultimately prepared not in
some ministry or other in Berlin, but rather
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Without God?, 1994, p. 23).

Survival of the fittest

L ooking back on recent history, we can
understand how theideas of agodless uni-
verse, that the human species survived by
running the gauntlet of the survivd of the
fittest, that humans canriseto exalted levels
of power, led inevitably to the shameful
fact thet in thefirgt haf of the 20th century
more peoplewerekilled by other people
thaninal history up until that time. The
justification for agreater part of thiscar-
nagewastheideaof natural sdection
inherent in Darwin’stheory of evolution.

The gpplication of the survival-of-the-
fittest principle to human &ffairs cameto
be known as socid Darwinism. Although
Darwin apparently did not condonethe
extrapolation of his natural-selection the-
ory into socia relationships, he did argue
that human evol ution proceeded through
warfareand struggle.

“Therearefew evolutionissswho have
been embarrassed by the socia implica
tions of evolution and who have stressed
cooperation (instead of struggle) asafactor
in evolution. Othershave said thet it has
been improperly applied when it isused
to defend militarism and socid abuses.

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

“Of coursethe gpplication of Darwinian
aurviva of thefittest to human effairsby
unscrupulous men hasno direct bearing
on the question of whether human beings
and other cresturesevolved fromsmple
formsof life. But these abuseshave been
sanctioned and abetted with evolution asan
excuse, andif evolutionisnot trueit seems
dl themoretragic’ (Bolton Davidheise,
Evolution and Chridtian Faith, 1969, p. 354).

The future of evolution

Theevolutionary principle, having
produced its deedly fruit throughout much
of the 20th century, will no doubt flourish
inthe21st. The emphassnow ison
improving mankind genetically. Research-
ers speak of extending lifespans and eradi-
cating diseases with genetherapy and
geneticimplants. Thereiscommon talk
of improving physica and menta abilities
and bestowing individud naturd talents
through genetic manipulation. At the
moment we struggle withthe ethica,
emotional and legal issuesinvolved with
such practices.

Inshort, many think manisableto
direct hisown evolution.

Maybethat’s not such astrange
thought. It isthe natural outcome of man
trying to find his own way to asuperior
life without God—and maybe even the
notion that through artificia evolution
humanity can overcome desth and at last
attainimmortality.

It would be much smpler and surer
to believe God inthefirgt place. Man can
achieve everything that isgood for him
now—ahappy and fulfilled life—and,
inthefuture, immortality. But man tries
to achieveit on his own terms, without
acknowledging or obeying his Creator. His
naturally selfish nature leads him to satisfy
hiscravings, thus bringing on himself the
physica, mental and emationa pendlties
that result from bresking God's lavs—
but he turnsaround and usesthe intellect
God gave himto try to circumvent paying
theprice.

[tisironic how firmly man holdsto
belief in absolute physica and natural
laws but vigoroudy objectsto the very idea
that the spiritud laws of God arejust as
immutable and absolute. When it comes
to his behavior, somehow hefindsaway
to explainthat God doesn't exigt, thinking
that will remove the consequences. Make
no mistake: When mankind bresks any of
God'slaw, denying that God existsin no
way removesthe price that must be paid.
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anyou redly cometo know God,
who clamsto be Cregtor, Life-
iver, Sustainer of the universe,
the Onewho doesnothing
without areason?

Evolution claimsthet life exists because
of aseriesof lucky accidents, thet thelaws
governing the cosmos and lifeitsdf came
into existence by chance, that the universe
came from nothing and that everything we
see has no purpose or meaning. When you
look a the evidence of the origin of the uni-
verse and the supposed evolution of life,
you cannot honestly say that science and
human rationa e have provided acceptable
dternativesto the existence of God.

Theanswersto life smajor questions
have been available from ancient times,
answered by the Bible. The Bible claimsto
betheWord of God Himsdlf. Thisiswhere
He hasreveded Himsdlf asthe Creator and
shown the purpose for Hiscreetion. (Be
sureto request your free copy of the bookl et
Isthe Bible True?)

Is God silent?

Theskeptic asks, “If thereisaGod, why
doesn't Hereved Himsdlf?'—asthough
thiswould resolvedl debate about God's
exigence. God, however, knows better.

He knowsthat no amount of evidence will
convincethosewho are determined not to
acknowledge and accept Him.

That isexactly what God tells us repest-
edly inthe Bible. Not only did Hereved
Himsef to the writers of the Bibleto pass
on to uswhat we need to know, but He
has reveded Himsdf to everyonethrough
Hiscrestion.

Yet we often draw incorrect conclusions
from the ample evidence He has provided.
Aswe noted earlier, people hold underly-
ing motivesfor refusing to believeina
Creator God or ahigher purpose. Thisall
too conveniently alows usto live however
we want without interference from any
divine authority.

Thefdlacy of that reasoningisthat God
won't Smply go away so we can satisfy our
sdfish cravings. Denying thelaw of gravity
just because we can't see, touch or handle
it does't mean gravity doesn't exidt. In
the same way, denying the equally redl and
binding spiritual lawsand principles God
<t in motion doesn't mean He and they

magicaly go away. We remain ultimately
accountableto the Crestor, who has|eft us
with abundant evidence of Hisexistence.

Paul, an gpostlewho powerfully
preached about thetrue God in asupersti-
tious, polytheistic world, spoke unambigu-
oudy of the consequences of ignoring the
evidence of the Cregtor. “ Ever Sncethe
cregtion of theworld hiseterna power and
divine nature, invisblethough they are,
have been understood and seen through
the things he has made. So they are without
excusg’ (Romans 1:20, NRSV).

Paul issaying herethat we can seeample
evidence of a Cregtor, and we can under-
dand His character and nature, by observ-
ing the physicd cregtion. He assertsthat the
evidenceisso unmigtakablethet arationd
human has no excuseto concludethereis
no God. Men have no excuseto conclude
God isanything other than what Heis: eter-
nd, supreme, al powerful and infinitely
good. A person who askstheright questions
and honestly wantsto know the answers
will cometo thesamelogica conclusion.

So powerful isthe evidencefor God
that Paul declares: “ For thewrath of God
isrevealed from heaven againg dl ungodli-
ness and wickedness of thosewho by their
wickedness suppressthe truth. For what
can be known about God is plain to them,
because God has shown it to then” (verses
18-19, NRSV).

Although God clearly revealsHisexis
tence, He acknowledges that some men
suppressthe truth about Him. Why would
anyone do that? Paul answersthat “since
they did not seefit to acknowledge God,
God gave them up to adebased mind and
to thingsthat should not bedone” (verse
28, NRSV). Somesmply don't want to
acknowledge the existence of God so they
can live asthey want to live and do whet-
ever they want to do. Thisexplainswhy
man has used his God-given abilities of
observation and logic to reason incorrectly
and draw false conclusions.

God’s claim of Creator

Thefirg gatement inthe Bibleisclear
astoour ultimate origin: “Inthe beginning
God cregted the heavens and the earth”
(Genesis1:1). God here establishesthe
premisefor everything e sethat will follow.

L ater, through the prophet Isaiah, He

Meet God

summarizesHis cregtion of earth and every-
thing init: “Thus says God the Lorb, who
cregted the heavens and dretched them out,
who spreed forth the earth and that which
comesfromit, who gives breath to the peo-
pleonit, and spirit to thosewho walk onit”
(Issiagh 42:5).

Through |saish God tdlsusto look at
Hishandiwork in the heavens: “Lift up your
eyeson high and see: Who created these?
Hewho brings out their host and numbers
them, caling them dl by name; because
heisgreet in srength, mighty in power, not
oneismissing. . . Have you not known?
Have you not heard? The Lorp isthe ever-
lasting God, the Creator of the ends of the
earth. He does not faint or grow weary; his
understanding isunsearchable’ (Isaiah
40:26-28, NRSV).

Onaclear night we can see about 2,000
sarswith the naked eye. A century ago
agtronomersthought our Milky Way gaaxy,
withitshillions of stars, wasthe entire uni-
verse. Now they edimatethereare et least
100 hillion galaxies, and possibly far more,
eachwith billions of gars. The estimated
number of galaxies continuesto grow as
new technologica breakthroughsalow
usto expand our view of the cosmos.

It would require supercomputersjust
to list the names or assigned numbersof a
significant fraction of these stars. Yet God
clamsto have crested every star and that
He can account for each of them.

Where did God come from?

God anticipated the skeptics often-asked
question: “If God meade everything, then
who made God?’ Notice Hisanswer:
“Before Metherewas no God formed,
nor shal there be after M€’ (Isaiah 43:10).

God isnot bound by timeasweare. He
is“the High and Lofty Onewho inhabits
gternity” (Isaiah 57:15). Paul telsusthat
God “ hasimmortality, dwelling in unap-
proachable light, whom no man has seen
or can e’ (1 Timothy 6:16).

The namemost often used to refer to
God in the Old Testament, Yahweh (trans-
lated “LorD"), means“the Eternd” or
“Hewhowas, andis, andisto come’ (The
Companion Bible, 1990, Appendix 4).

Thisname conveysthat God iseternd
andimmorta. Jesus Chrigt aso refersto
Himsaf as*“the Alphaand the Omega, the
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Beginning andthe End . . . who isand who
wasand who isto come, the Almighty”
(Revelation 1:8). The universe had abegin-
ning, and God existed beforethet time. He
has dways existed. Nothing—and no
one—brought Himinto being.

The Creator comes to earth

TheBibleplainly saysthat God created
al thingsthrough Jesus Chrigt, whoisaso
caled theWord (John 1:1-3; seedso Colos-
sans1:15-17; Hebrews 1:1-2). “And the

Word became flesh and dwelt among us,
and we beheld Hisglory, theglory asof the
only begotten of the Fether, full of graceand
truth” (John 1:14).

The Onewho actualy performed the
act of forming the earth, created life on
it and brought the universeinto being
out of nothing cameto earth and lived
among men asahuman being. He
“dtripped Himsdlf of Hisglory, and took
on Him the nature of abondservant
by becoming aman like other men”
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(Philippians 2:7, Weymouth Trandation).
The Crestor of the universe cameto the
world and lived and died like any ordinary
human being. But Hewasno ordinary
human. He represented the Father, teaching
exactly thelawsand principlesthat are
embodied inthe Father Himsdlf. “. . . AsMy
Father taught Me, | spesk thesethings And
Hewho sent Meiswith Me. The Father has
not left Medone, for | dwaysdo those
thingsthat pleese Him” (John 8:28-29).
Jesuslived Hislifeon earthjudt asthe

How Does God Reveal Himself?

self to us in a manner that should erase
any doubt of His existence?

In reality, He has done this many times.
Eyewitness accounts of human interaction
and conversations with Him have been
duly recorded and preserved for us in the
Bible. But does such documented testi-
mony satisfy skeptics and scoffers? It never
has, and it never will.

If God accepted the challenge of
always having to prove His exis-
tence, what would it take? Would it
have been necessary for Him to per-
sonally appear to and perform mir-
acles to every human being ever
born? But even that might not be
enough to satisfy everyone.

Instead, God long ago decided
to provide solid evidence—in the
form of His handiwork, human tes-
timony and fulfilled prophecy—
that He is the living, intelligent
Creator of the universe. This evi-
dence is compelling, powerful and
reasonable to those with an ear to
hear and an eye to see. But every-
one has a choice. He can face the
evidence, or he can scoff at it.

If God is real, why doesn’t He reveal Him-

God's revelation of Himself

presence of the Lor" (verses 9-16).

God talked with faithful Noah (Genesis
6:13). Noah was different from others
to whom God appeared. He followed
God's instructions (Genesis 7:5). The same
was true of Abraham. God personally
appeared to Abraham and had conversa-
tions with him on several occasions (Gene-
sis 12:1, 7; 13:14; 17:1-3).

God's willingness to reveal Himself to

but the Israelites refused. At Mount Sinai they
pleaded for more distance between them and God.

But they begged for more distance. They
didn’t even want to hear His voice. “When
the people saw the thunder and lightning
and heard the trumpet and saw the moun-
tain in smoke, they trembled with fear. They
stayed at a distance and said to Moses,
‘Speak to us yourself and we will listen. But
do not have God speak to us or we will die’”
(Exodus 20:18-19, NIV).

God wanted to impress the people with
His greatness so they would know
His laws should be obeyed. But they
perceived Him as a threat. They
requested that in the future God
reveal Himself to them only through
His prophet.

From that time forward God has
honored that request. He revealed
Himself to ancient Israel through His
called and chosen prophets. He sent
them to warn His people and
encourage them to be faithful to
Him. But their messages went un-
heeded. The people cruelly martyred
many of the prophets.

God allows man to choose

It was not God's idea to remove
Himself and be seemingly unap-
proachable. It was mankind’s choice.

Let's examine the record of the Creator
God's revelations of Himself to mankind.

God walked and talked with Adam and
Eve. During their close relationship with
Him, He gave them specific instructions
(Genesis 2:15-17; 3:2-3). Yet they chose
to disobey and then attempted to hide
themselves from Him (Genesis 3:8-10).

Later God took the time to reason with
their son Cain about his selfish and unrea-
sonable anger (Genesis 4:5-7). Cain rejected
God’s advice and murdered his brother Abel
(verse 8). Instead of being truly sorry for
what he had done, Cain “went out from the

Moses and the people of ancient Israel is
especially important to understand. “So
the Lorp spoke to Moses face to face, as a
man speaks to his friend” (Exodus 33:11).
God attempted to establish a similarly
direct relationship with the Israelites.
Moses recorded what happened. “The
Lorp talked with you face to face on the
mountain from the midst of the fire. |
stood between the Lorp and you at that
time, to declare to you the word of the
Lorp; for you were afraid because of the
fire, and you did not go up the mountain”
(Deuteronomy 5:4-5).

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

From the beginning of human
existence God has given people freedom of
choice. He allows us to choose whether we
will believe in Him, accept the knowledge
He reveals to us and obey Him—or not.

God didn’t force Adam and Eve to follow
His instructions. They freely chose not to.
Humanity has felt the repercussions of that
fateful decision ever since.

Neither did God force ancient Israel to
obey Him. He clearly offered the Israelites a
choice: “This day | call heaven and earth as
witnesses against you that | have set before
you life and death, blessings and curses,” He
told them. “Now choose life, so that you
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Father would if Hewere here on earth. He
perfectly personified the Father so that He
could say, “Hewho has seen Mehas seen

the Father” (John 14:9).

Jesus taught a specific message: the
gospel, or good news, of the Kingdom of
God (Mark 1:14-15). Hetaught that we
can become apart of God's family and that
we can attain immortality in that family
(Matthew 5:9, 45; Luke 6:35; 20:36).

But this requires obedience to the laws
of the Kingdom of God and faithiin the

and your children may live"” (Deuteronomy
30:19, NIV).

With their own ears they had heard
God recite the Ten Commandments from
Mount Sinai. They had witnessed miracle
after miracle in their trek out of Egypt.
Yet the Israelites quickly forgot that evi-
dence and chose to disregard the way of
life and blessings God offered (see also
Deuteronomy 31:27).

Mankind has consistently chosen to
turn away from God's revelation, prefer-
ring the way that ultimately leads to curses
and death (Proverbs 14:12; 16:25). Nothing
has changed. We are faced with the same
two choices: Believe God and obey His
laws, or disobey.

Centuries after ancient Israel went astray,
God did not force Jesus' countrymen to
accept Him as the promised Messiah and
Son of God. Even in the face of incredible
miracles demonstrating His power, most still
didn't believe Him. They repeated the
response of their forefathers.

After several years of seeing Christ per-
form many dramatic miracles, including the
feeding of thousands (Matthew 14:13-21;
15:30-38), only 120 people had been suffi-
ciently convicted to form the core of His
Church (Acts 1:15)—though He would later
add many more.

Another revealing incident was the
response to Jesus' raising of Lazarus from
the dead (John 11). Did the leaders rejoice
that Jesus had raised a man to life again?
Not at all' They “plotted to put Lazarus to
death also, because on account of him
many of the Jews went away and believed
in Jesus” (John 12:10-11).

Refusing to acknowledge that this
miraculous resurrection was a sign from
God, Christ's enemies determined to
destroy the evidence by plotting to mur-
der the innocent Lazarus. Within a few
days they did manage to have Jesus of
Nazareth executed.

Most people like to think they are open-
minded, that they wouldn’t be antagonistic

King of that Kingdom (Matthew 19:16-21;

Hebrews 11:6).

The Creator cares

Did God creste the world and then leave
it and usaone? DoesHesmply let the
world run on, never intervening in human
higtory, like awatchmaker who made the
watch, wound it up and l€ft it doneto
eventudly run down?

God indeed cares about His creation.

earth and human life, and giving humans
the opportunity for immortality, well
before He started—in fact, “beforetime
began” (2 Timothy 1:9; Titus 1:2). This
iscompletely contrary to the theory of
meaningless evolution.
TheBiblereveds God as onewho cares
enough about those He has created to inter-
veneonther behdf. Hesays “. .. Forl am
God, and thereisno other; | am God, and
thereisno onelike me, declaring theend

He had in mind His purpose of creatingthe  from the beginning and from ancient times

or prejudiced against the truth. Yet some of
those same people who knew of Christ's
miracles later shouted for His blood. Jesus
pointed out that some were so hardened
toward God they wouldn’t be persuaded
even if someone were raised from the dead
(Luke 16:31).

Human nature hasn't changed. The
same bias and prejudice remain just as
deeply entrenched in our modern era. It's
not a pretty thought to consider that a
significant part of humanity willingly
hardens its thinking against God. Yet it
happens (2 Peter 3:5). And the reason is
simple to explain. The natural human way
of thinking is fundamentally hostile to-
ward God (Romans 8:7). Therefore a mind
influenced by that attitude is more than
eager to find ways of reasoning around
evidence for His existence.

Absolute proof of God

Has God ever provided human beings
with absolute, indisputable proof of His
existence? Will He ever provide such proof
inthe future? The answer to both questions
is an emphatic yes.

At the time God brought ancient Israel
out of Egypt, He performed many awe-
some miracles that demonstrated His exis-
tence, power and control over the laws
of nature. “Now the Lorp said to Moses,
'Go in to Pharaoh; for | have hardened
his heart and the hearts of his servants,
that | may show these signs of Mine
before him, and that you may tell in the
hearing of your son and your son’s son the
mighty things | have done in Egypt, and
My signs which | have done among them,
that you may know that | am the Lorp"”
(Exodus 10:1-2).

They had their proof, but it quickly faded
from their memory. “They made a calf in
Horeb, and worshiped the molded image
... They forgot God their Savior, who had
done great things . .."” (Psalm 106:19-22).

Later God gave them proof that He was
God through the words of His prophets.

Fulfilled prophecy powerfully demon-
strates the reality of God. He proclaimed:
“...lam God, and there is none like Me,
declaring the end from the beginning, and
from ancient times things that are not yet
done ..."” (Isaiah 46:9-10). Only God can
accurately foretell great calamities, the rise
and fall of empires, and even the end of
the age—and then bring them to pass.

Bible prophecy is one proof of God that
can be easily verified. One of the simplest
ways to check its truthfulness is to examine
the accuracy of prophecies pertaining to
the birth, life and death of Jesus Christ.
Many centuries before He was born amaz-
ing details about those aspects of His life
were revealed to the Hebrew prophets.
The exactness and precision of those de-
tails powerfully confirm both the truth of
Bible prophecy and the existence of the
One who inspired it.

The already fulfilled prophecies of
Daniel are so detailed and specific that the
confirmation of their accuracy also pro-
vides us with irrefutable proof of God's
existence and truthfulness. Although it is
beyond the scope of this publication to
explain the many precise details of these
and other fulfilled prophecies, this infor-
mation is readily available to you in our
free booklet Is the Bible True?

More absolute proof on the way

God has promised that the time is
coming—at a time most people don't
expect—when the whole world will wit-
ness the same type of miraculous evidence
of His existence that He displayed in
ancient Egypt.

This coming intervention in world affairs
will be unmistakable. Every eye will see
Jesus Christ when He returns (Revelation
1:7; compare Matthew 24:27-30). You can
read a clear explanation of how God plans
to reveal His great power and glory by
requesting your free copies of the booklets
Are We Living in the Time of the End? and
You Can Understand Bible Prophecy.
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thingsnot yet done, saying, ‘ My purpose
shdl stand, and | will fulfill my intention’”
(Isaiah 46:9-10, NRSV).

God hasintervened in history before, as
recorded in the Bible. He will do so again,
but thistime to bring the human experi-
enceto the point where men will cometo
recognize Him for who Heis and accept
Hisreveaed knowledge and His purpose
for them.

John 3:16-17, perhgps the best-known
passageintheBible, telsus “. . . God
0 loved theworld that He gave Hisonly
begotten Son, that whoever believesin Him
should not perish, but have everlagting life.
For God did not send His Soniinto the
world to condemn the world, but thet the
world through Him might be saved”

What ismorefantagticisthat Godis
involved to the point that Hewill bring His
purposetoitsdesired end. Humansmadein
theimage of God will have every opportu-
nity to know thetrue God and make clear
choices, whether they will take Himup on
Hisoffer of eternd life or not.

Freedom to choose

God has given usfreedom of choice.
Spesking through Mosesto Hischosen
nation, ancient Isradl, Hesad: “| cdl
heaven and earth aswitnessestoday againgt
you, that | have set beforeyou lifeand
desth, blessng and cursing; therefore
chooselife, that both you and your descen-
dantsmay live’ (Deuteronomy 30:19).

For more on why God gives usfreedom
of choice, besureto read “How Does God
Reved Himsdf?" page 28.

Adam and Eve made thefateful decision
torgject God'srevelation and rely ontheir
own reason to determine right and wrong.
God has alowed mankind to rgect His
reveded knowledge. He has given usfree-
dom to formulate our own philosophies
about the origin and meaning of lifeand to
experiment withways of life, governments
and indtitutions through which we hopeto
find lasting peace and contentment.

But it has been an experiment that has
falled to give uswhat we'relonging and
searching for. Thousands of years of experi-
menting with philosophies and govern-
ments havefailed to bring peace. History
islittered with bloodshed, oppression and
shattered hopes.

The experiment will continuetofail.
Only with God'sreveded knowledge
canwe find abundant life and bounteous
blessings—theredl reasons God created
usand theway we can fulfill our purpose.
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The logical conclusion

We see around usaworld that has
departed from the knowledge of God.
Mankind hasfashioned many societies,
philosophies and ideas of human destiny
without the help of God'sreveaed knowl-
edge. Although God isinvolved in His
cregtion, for now He haslimited His
involvement because Heisalowing
mankind to learn fromits own mistakes.

Most people assumethat if thisisGod's
world He must be desperately trying to
enforce Hiswill and convert humanity to
Hisway of thinking. But they dso observe
that, if thisisthe case, God'seffortsarea
miserablefailure because the forces of evil
arehaving much grester effect.

Thesmpletruth of the matter isthat God
isn't trying to convert the world to Hisway
of life now. Heis permitting the human
experienceto play itsdlf out toitslogicd,
inevitable conclusion.

Like children who sometimeswill come
to undergtand that the stoveishot only after
they indst ontouching it, we adults often
must learn lessonsthe hard way, through
painful experience. Timeandtimeagain
biblicad history records God warning people
of the consequences of rgjecting Him and
Hisways. “1 have no pleasurein the desth
of thewicked, but that thewicked turn from
hisway andlive]” saysGod. “Turn, turn
from your evil ways For why should you
die...?" (Ezekid 33:11).

Wherewill mankind's collective deci-
sonslead us? Jud asforsaking the knowl-
edge of the Crestor God and Hislaws
brings suffering and anguish on anindivid-
ud, it bringssimilar resultson anationa,
and even aworldwide, level.

Jesus Chrigt foretold theinevitable out-
come of human civilization apart from God:
“For then shall be great tribulation, such
as has not been sincethe beginning of the
world until thistime, no, nor ever shal be.
And unlessthose days should be shortened,
no flesshwouldbesaved .. .” (Métthew
24:21-22).

We should be sobered by Jesus words.
Itisin God'splanto dlow manto cometo
the end of hisrope, to the brink of annihila-
tion, in the centuries-long human experi-
ment. Only then will mankind will learn the
lesson—the hard way.

(To better understand these mgjor themes
and how they will play out according to
Bible prophecy, be sureto request your free
booklets The Gospdl of the Kingdom, Are
W& Living in the Time of the End? and You
Can Understand Bible Prophecy.)

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?

Direct divine intervention

Thenewsign't dl bad. The good newsis
that Jesus Christ will intervene powerfully
to prevent usfrom annihilating ourselves.
Although Bible prophecy warnsusthe
human racewill face extinction, and alarge
portion of humanity will perish, our head-
long race toward disaster will be cut short.
Mankind will be spared, but it won't be
because we have somehow found away to
solve our problems. It will be only because
Chrigt will return to earth and findly bring
an end to what the Bible cdls*“this present
evil age’ (Gaatians1:4).

Itisat thisprophesied timeof great
tribulation—of unparalleed globd turmoail
and danger—that Jesuswill return. Literdly
and figuratively, it will be humankind's
darkest days “Immediately after thetribula:
tion of those daysthe sun will be darkened,
and the moon will not giveitslight; the tars
will fal from heaven, and the powers of the
heavenswill be shaken. Thenthesign of the
Son of Manwill gppear in heaven, and then
al the[peoples] of theearth will mourn,
and they will seethe Son of Man coming
on the clouds of heaven with power and
great glory” (Matthew 24:29-30).

For those who view theworld from a
godless perspective, the sceneleading up
to that timewill be contradictory and con-
fusing. They will see man wanting to be
considered good, but gtill struggling with
anaturethat findsit all too easy to oppress
andinflict suffering on fellow human
beings. They will seefrightening natural
disasterstaking thelives of tens of thou-
sands of people and bringing immeasur-
able pain and lossto countless thousands
of others, al thewhilefailing to perceive
God's concern.

If one problem is solved, severd more
will spring up to tekeits place. Peoplewill
cry out to God, wondering where Heis. But
the smpletruth of the matter isthat human-
ity will regp the tragic results of removing
God from the picture. They will haveto
learn the lesson that there are no answers
without turning to God, seeking Hisingtruc-
tion on how to liveand how to fulfill His
purposefor living.

God isnow giving some the opportunity
tofulfill their destiny. If you havethe
courageto reject the philosophy of mean-
inglessness and turn to your Cregtor to
seek Hiswill inyour life, you can become
apart of those who overcomethis present
evil world and sharein Chrigt’sreign after
Hereturnsto establish HisKingdom
(Revelation 3:21; 20:4, 6).



Thegood newsisthat God will power-
fully answer the question of whether He
exigs All theworld will know thetrue God,
worshiping Him and learning Hisholy and
righteous laws. “None of them shall teach
hisneighbor, and none his brother, saying,
‘Know the Lorp, for dl shdl know Me,
fromtheleast of them to the greatest of
them” (Hebrews8:11; Jeremiah 31:34).
Mankind will at last find the peace and
contentment we have sought for so long.

A relationship with the Creator

Canyouredly know God? Thefirg step
isto bewilling to recognize the evidence
He provides of Hisexistence. Aswe have
discussed in this publication, He provides
plenty of evidenceif wearewilling to see

and acknowledgeit. We can draw many
conclusons about Him from what we see
in the universe and the world around us. We
can then take the next step, to search for a
rel ationship with the Crestor.

King David reasoned correctly when he
observed themarvels of God's cregtion. He
cameto at least two important conclusons
in hisobservations. Firgt, he concluded that
abeingwho created the universe and gave
uslifemust have agreeat purposefor us.
“When | condder Your heavens, thework of
Your fingers, themoon and the gars, which
You have ordained, what isman that You are
mindful of him, and the son of man that
Youvigt [carefor] him?’ (Psdm 8:3-4).

Second, he concluded that abeing who
presided over such acrestion would beright

in everything He does, and that HeisOne
who can betrusted. Psdlm 19 showsthat
David understood this. “The heavens
declaretheglory of God; the skiesproclaim
thework of hishands. Day after day they
pour forth speech; night after night they dis-
play knowledge. Thereisno speech or lan-
guagewheretheir voiceisnot heard. Their
voicegoesout into dl the earth, their words
to theends of theworld” (verses1-4, NIV).
David understood that when we look
into the heavenswe can percelvethis sdf-
evident truth spesking to usassurely as
though another person were spesking to
usfacetoface. That messageisavailableto
every person everywhere and is understand-
able by anyoneregardiess of language:
Thereisagreat Cregtor, and Heisinfinitely

A God Not Bound by Space and Time

fthere is a God, why don’t we see, hear
I ortouch Him? It's a simple and fair ques-

tion. But the answer defies human logic,
reasoning and experience.

We experience things through our
physical senses. Our eyes capture the light
reflected from physical objects. Our ears
pick up the vibrations from sound waves.
Our fingertips gauge the texture and
hardness of the things we touch.

We live in a physical world with its four
space-time dimensions of length, width,
height and time. The God of the Bible,
however, dwells in a different dimension
—the spirit realm—beyond the reach of
our physical senses. It's not that God isn‘t
real; it's a matter that He is not limited by
the physical laws and dimensions that
govern our world (Isaiah 57:15). He is spirit
(John 4:24).

Notice what the Scriptures reveal
about this God who is not bound by space
and time.

Jesus Christ had a physical body. Like
ours, His was subject to injury, pain and
death. The four Gospels record that He
was scourged and crucified. Several of
His followers took His brutalized body,
wrapped it in strips of linen and sealed it
in a tomb. There was no doubt Jesus of
Nazareth was dead. His body lay in the
tomb for three days and three nights,
watched over by a detachment of guards.

But it was not to remain so. A minor
uproar ensued three days later when
some of His followers came to the tomb—
only to find it empty. They would be in for
an even greater surprise.

That evening His disciples gathered in
a room, with the doors firmly shut
because they feared for their lives, when
"Jesus came and stood in the midst, and
said to them, ‘Peace be with you'" (John
20:19). Their beloved teacher, whom
they had seen killed and entombed, sud-
denly materialized inside a locked room
and greeted them! Lest they think He
was an impostor, He showed them the
nail punctures in His hands and spear
wound in His side.

The resurrected Jesus was no longer
bound by physical factors. He effortlessly
entered a closed room and revealed Him-
self to His disciples. They recognized the
impossibility of a physical body passing
through physical walls. Eight days later He
repeated the miracle for the benefit of the
disciple Thomas, who hadn’t witnessed
the earlier appearance (John 20:26). Days
later, in another miracle, He defied the
laws of gravity, ascending into the sky in
the sight of all His disciples (Acts 1:9).

Scripture reveals that God lives outside
the bounds of time as we know it (Isaiah
57:15). We read that our awesome destiny
was planned “before time began” (2 Tim-
othy 1:9; Titus 1:2) and “before the cre-
ation of the world” (Ephesians 1:4; 1 Peter
1:20, NIV).

“By faith we understand that the uni-
verse was formed at God's command, so
that what is seen was not made out of
what was visible” (Hebrews 11:3, NIV). In
other words, the physical universe we see,
hear, feel and experience was created not
from existing matter, but from a source

independent of the physical dimensions of
length, width, height and time.

This does not mean that God the
Father and Jesus Christ never reveal Them-
selves to humans. The Scriptures are a
chronicle of God's interaction with—and
care and concern for—men, women and
children through the centuries.

Many people reject the Bible, and the
Gospels in particular, because it describes
many miraculous occurrences: dramatic
healings, resurrections, fire from heaven
and spectacular visions, to name a few.
They believe these things are impossible
because they defy human experience and
the laws that govern our physical exis-
tence. They thus conclude that biblical
accounts of such things cannot be true.

Regrettably, they fail to consider Scrip-
tures such as those we have just read that
testify that God the Father and Jesus Christ
can operate beyond the bounds of the
physical laws that govern the universe.
The miracles recorded in the Bible were
acts of God temporarily overriding the
effects of physical laws. A God who can
bring the universe into existence can cer-
tainly perform miracles such as those
found in the Scriptures.

Where does this leave us? Will we
believe the many witnesses God has pro-
vided, or will we insist on some kind of
proof He provides us personally before
we believe? Jesus’ words to Thomas are
also clearly intended for us: “. .. Because
you have seen Me, you have believed.
Blessed are those who have not seen and
yet have believed” (John 20:29).
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Our Window of Opportunity

loser than ever to the end of this
C present evil age, we have an
unusual window of opportunity to
search out the hidden purpose of our
existence, to find our way back to God.
In short, mankind desperately needs to
be reconciled to God (Isaiah 59:1-14). It is
our sins, our abandonment of God's laws,
that stand in the way. Only when we
repent of doing things contrary to God's
instruction can we experience a true rela-
tionship with our Creator. We need to
learn what He expects of us. We should
not distance ourselves from the presence
of God as did the Israelites at Mount Sinai.
What does He advise us to do? The
answer is straightforward: “Seek the
Lorp while He may be found, call upon
Him while He is near. Let the wicked for-
sake his way, and the unrighteous man
his thoughts; let him return to the Loro,
and He will have mercy on him; and to

grester than anything we can imagine. We
arewithout excuseif werefuseto believe
it (Romans 1:20).

David spesks of God'sgreatness, that
“thelaw of theLorp isperfect . . . Thetedti-
mony of theLorp issure. .. The statutes of
theLorp areright . . . The commandment of
theLorp ispure. .. Thefear of theLorD is
clean. .. Thejudgmentsof theLorD aretrue
and righteous dtogether” (Psalm 19:7-9).

On many occasions David marveled
at thevast array of the Milky Way gdaxy
sparkling inthe night sky. During hisyears

our God, for He will abundantly pardon”
(Isaiah 55:6-7).

The Bible refers to the advice given
here as repentance—as turning from our
ways of doing things, and the bitter fruit
those ways bring, and surrendering to
God to begin living according to His ways.
God “"now commands all men everywhere
to repent” and forsake our self-induced
ignorance (Acts 17:30). (To better under-
stand what it means to repent, be sure to
request your free copy of the booklet The
Road to Eternal Life.)

God wants to show us the way out of
our hardships and miseries and grant us
understanding of the awesome knowl-
edge of His plan for us. “Call to Me, and |
will answer you, and show you great and
mighty things, which you do not know"
(Jeremiah 33:3). He will reward those who
seek Him with their whole heart.

In our information age we sadly lack

asashepherd he had time to study and
wonder about the intricacies of nature.
He drew on hisearly experiencesto reach
profound conclusions about his Cregtor.

You can ponder the same questions, ook

a the same evidence and reach the same
logical conclusions. You can be moved by

what you seewith your own eyesand make
adecison to accept God's offer to establish

apersond relationship with you. If you
do, you will betaking thefirst step toward

inhabiting eternity with Him. Wewould like

toassig youinthisquest.

the most vital information of all, the
knowledge of God. He wants to reveal it
to us, but we must be willing to accept it
and do some digging ourselves.

In the final analysis, “he who comes to
God must believe that He is, and that He is
a rewarder of those who diligently seek
Him" (Hebrews 11:6).

God offers the help of His Church, the
spiritual Body He describes as “the pillar
and ground of the truth” (1 Timothy 3:15).
He encourages us to “grow in the grace
and knowledge” of the wonderful truths
of the Bible (2 Peter 3:18). The members of
the United Church of God, publishers of
this booklet, are committed to fulfilling
Christ's admonition to carry the message
of God's truth to the world and teaching
people His way of life (Matthew 24:14;
28:18-20). We welcome you to share in
its work and to discover the truth in
mankind's age-old search for God.

We are happy to send you further
information on these vital subjects. To
start, we recommend that you request your
free copies of the booklets What Is Your
Destiny?, The Road to Eternal Lifeand
The Ten Commandments. To better under-
stand the Bible, and to provethat itisthe
ingpired Word of God, request Isthe Bible
True? and How to Understand the Bible.
We a so recommend that you enrall in our
free, 12-lesson Bible Sudy Course so you
can learn more about the Creator God and
His purposefor you.

Worldwide Mailing Addresses
United States: United Church of God
PO. Box 541027 Cincinnati, OH 45254-1027
Phone: (513) 576-9796 Fax: (513) 576-9795
Web site address: www.gnmagazine.org
Australia: United Church of God-Australia
GPO Box 535 Brisbane, Qld. 4001, Australia
Phone: 07 55 202 111
Free call: 1800 356 202 Fax: 07 55 202 122
Web site address: www.ucg.org.au
E-mail: ucg@b022.aone.net.au
Bahamas: United Church of God
PO. Box N8873, Nassau, Bahamas
Phone: (242) 324-3169 Fax: (242) 364-5566
British Isles: United Church of God
PO. Box 4052, Milton Keynes, Bucks, MK13 7ZF, England
Phone: 0181-386-8467 Fax: 01257-453978

Web site address: www.goodnews.org.uk

Canada: United Church of God-Canada

Box 144, Station D

Etobicoke, ON M9A 4X1, Canada

Phone: (416) 231-9379, (800) 338-7779

Fax: (416) 231-8238 Web site address: www.ucg.ca
Fiji: United Church of God

PO. Box 10-577, Nadi Airport, Fiji Phone: 723-678
French-speaking areas:

Eglise de Dieu Unie — France

B.P 51254 45002 Orléans Cedex 1 France
Germany: Vereinte Kirche Gottes/Gute Nachrichten
Postfach 30 15 09 D-53195 Bonn, Germany
Phone: 0228-9454636 Fax: 0228-9454637

Italy: La Buona Notizia, Chiesa di Dio Unita
Casella Postale 187, 24100 Bergamo, Italy.

Phone: 0039-035583474 Fax: 0039-035582140

© 2000 United Church of God, an International Association All Rights Reserved Printed in U.S.A.
Scriptures in this booklet are quoted from the New King James Version (© 1988 Thomas Nelson, Inc., publishers) unless otherwise noted.
Authors: John Ross Schroeder, Bill Bradford -~ Contributing writers: Scott Ashley, Roger Foster
Ediitorial reviewers: John Bald, Jim Franks, Bruce Gore, Roy Holladay, John Jewell, Paul Kieffer, Graemme Marshall, Burk McNair,
Richard Thompson, David Treybig, Leon Walker, Donald Ward, Lyle Welty, Dean Wilson Design: Shaun Venish

Web site address: www.labuonanotizia.org
Mauritius: PO. Box 53, Quatre Bornes, Mauritius

The Netherlands:
P.O. Box 93, 2800 AB Gouda, The Netherlands

New Zealand: United Church of God
PO. Box 22, Auckland 1015, New Zealand
Phone: Toll free 0508-463-763

Philippines: United Church of God
PO. Box 4774, MCPO, 1287 Makati City, Philippines
Phone: 82 241-0733 Web site address: www.ucg.org.ph

South Africa: United Church of God, Southern Africa
P O. Box 2209 Beacon Bay East London 5205
Phone and fax: 043 748-1694 E-mail: ucgrsaoffis@mweb.co.za

Spanish-speaking areas: United Church of God
PO. Box 458, Big Sandy, TX 75755, U.S.A.
Phone: (903) 636-4928

32

Life's Ultimate Question: Does God Exist?




