
Psalm 14:1 (NASB)

The fool has said in his heart, “There is no God.”  They are corrupt, they have 
committed abominable deeds; There is no one who does good.



God, the Bible, and Science
—  Presupposition and Assumption  —

A brief(!) description of the current “scientific” 
approach for learning about and answering questions 

about our physical world.
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• Since the 1800s, “science” systematically eliminated God:  First it asserted 
we could not identify evidence of God or His actions;  now it even asserts 
that the God of the Bible is a myth and the Bible itself is unreliable 
(eg. Ge. 1-11). 
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✓ Science has not shown that the Bible is unreliable and that God is 
unknowable:    DON’T LET YOUR FAITH BE SHAKEN!



A brief(!) description of the current “scientific” approach for 
learning about and answering questions about our physical world.
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   Eg. Blood clotting.   

Mt. 9:2-8
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- Stephen Hawking (physicist, cosmologist, Cambridge), suggests that the 
universe came from nothing!

- Francis Crick (DNA) and Richard Dawkins (evolutionary biologist, Oxford) 
suggested that aliens may have created the world!  (“Directed panspermia”)
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➡ And we can read!

- “Before Darwin’s time, some of the best and the brightest in both 
philosophy and science argued that the adaptedness of organisms 
can be explained only by the hypothesis that organisms are the 
product of intelligent design.  This line of reasoning —the design 
argument— is worth considering as an object of real intellectual 
beauty.  It was not the fantasy of crackpots but the fruits of creative 
genius.”   
(Elliott Sober, prof. of philosophy of biology, evolutionist, as quoted by Dembski.ID.71-72)
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and many other absurdities.”  
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- Einstein:   When asked his motivation for doing physics, Einstein 
replied:  “I want to know how God created the world.”
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DON’T LET “SCIENCE!” THREATEN YOUR FAITH!

• Dr. Michael Behe (biochemistry, Lehigh),  Darwin’s Black Box (1996)

• Dr. William Dembski (statistics, mathematics, philosophy),  Intelligent Design (1999)

• Dr. Stephen Meyer (history and philosophy of science),  Darwin’s Doubt (2013)

• Discovery Institute (discovery.org).   Also, dissentfromdarwin.org.

• Dr. Don Patton (geology),  The Creation Model vs Evolution Model (2007)



DON’T LET “SCIENCE!” THREATEN YOUR FAITH!

• Ex. 7:1 ...  Jos. 24:14-15

• 2 Co. 10:3-6
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“From Charles Darwin until now, we have an unjustifiable presupposition that 

prohibits us from considering a supernatural explanation for events in 
our natural world.”

• Go in with your eyes wide open!

• Contrast with the Bible and its believers.  (Ps. 14:1;  Rm. 1:18-20)  Hb. 11:1-6

• There is something to be said for transparency:   Trustworthiness.
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When I am eating poison, I am sick.   (Or more precisely:  I am sick, eating poison.)
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