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Come now, and let us reason together,
saith the LORD: though your sins be as
scarlet, they shall be as white as snow;
though they be red like crimson, they
shall be as wool. -Isaiah 1:18



Evidence for the Existence of
God

Isit possible to know that thereisa God? Isit possible to prove
that God exists? The answer to both questionsis“yes.” It ispossible
not only to know that God exists, it is possible to know God.

There are three laws of science to consider as evidence for the
existenceof God. What i sspecial about ascientificlaw?A lawisamodel
of science that has been tested thousands of times with the same
resultsand no exceptions. Credibleconclusionsand interpretations of
science are constrained to conform to laws of science. Explanations
that contradict laws of sciencelack credibility.

TheFirst Law of Thermodynamicsisascientificlaw that leadsto
the conclusion that the origin of the universe is best explained by
supernatural creation. Following is a four point argument for the
supernatural creation of the universe.

1 TheFirst Law of Thermodynamicsstatesthat energy cannot
becreated by natural means. Asof today, no exceptionstothelaw have
been observed.

2. Theuniverse exists as energy in avariety of forms such as
matter, light, heat, and sound.

3. Thelogical conclusionfor theorigin of theuniverseisthat it
was created supernaturally.

4. Theremust beaGod.

A typical rebuttal isthat theorigin of energy and theuniversewill
beexplained by anatural law that isstill unknownat thistime. First, this
isan admission that the conclusion islogically derived whether it is
supernatural or undiscovered. Second, to propose a hypothetical
natural law that contradicts an empirically derived natural law is
irrational. Third, a supernatural conclusion is the most plausible
because it does not contradict a law. )
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4 Therearethreeoriginchoicesthat canbechosenfrom: 1) nothi ng,\
2) natural, and or 3) supernatural. The supernatural choiceisthe most
rational. Why? Because something from nothing is contrary to laws
(first law of Thermodynamicsand biogenesis) of science. Thereisno
experienceand nojustificationfor suchaconclusion. Thisexplanation
is completely irrational and absurd. Reasonable explanations must
have somerational basisfor theinterpretation and not contradict laws
of science. Saying that something comes from nothing has neither.
Second, natural explanationsfor origin of theuniversearecontradicted
and prevented by lawsof science. Third, the supernatural satisfiesthe
observation and universal experience that something comes from
something. Thus, the supernatural explanation for originsisthe most
logical and rational choice.

Why isthe supernatural God? Five simple reasons show us that
the best description of the supernatural causefor originsisGod. First,
the physical laws demand supernatural cause. Second, the physical
universe shows intelligent design. Third, intelligence suggests per-
sonality. Fourth, the physical universe shows great complexitiesthat
are still being investigated and defy explanation. Fifth, the physical
universeof hillionsof galaxieswithbillionsof starsand planetsineach
galaxy showsimmense capacity and creative power. Thesum of these
five descriptions, a supernatural entity of intelligence, personality,
complexity, creativity, and immense capacity and power, isGod!

Another typical rebuttal i sthat energy alwaysexisted. Thisbrings
usto the next law, the Second Law of Thermodynamics.

1 The Second Law of Thermodynamics states that entropy
irreversibly increases in a closed system. This means that usable
energy decreasesand cannot beincreasedin aclosed system. Because
of thislaw, perpetual machines are not possible.

2. Theuniverseisexperiencing“heat death,” whichmeansitis
aclosed systemthat iswinding downlikeaclock insideof abox. Once
it unwinds it cannot be rewound. Heat death points to an end point,
which means there was a beginning.

3. Iftheuniverseiswindingdownand cannot bewound up, how
didtheuniverseoriginatewithenergy inorder tostart unwinding?The
most logical conclusionisthat it originated supernaturally.

4. Theremust be aGod!
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4 A typical, mistaken rebuttal to thisis that the second law only\
applies to closed systems, and living organisms are open systems.
That is correct! Therefore, the above argument is presented for the
origin of the universe not for life or species.

Thethird point of evidencefor the existence of Godisthe Law of
Biogenesis.
1 TheLaw of Biogenesis states that all cells come from pre-

existing cells. No exceptionsinnatureor inthelaboratorieshave been
observed.

2. Allliving entitiesexist assingle or multicellular organisms.

3. Thelogica conclusionisthat cellular life originated super-
naturally.

4. Theremust be aGod!

To insist on natural originsis irrational and inconsistent with
scientificlawsof today. Credibleconclusionsmust conformtothelaws
and knowledge of today. To concludethat thereisno God isillogical
and contradictory to scientific observation.

Biochemist, H.P. Y ockey, reported in the Jour nal of Theoretical
Biology, “With regard to the appearance of a single molecule of the
cytochrome ¢ family, even the deus ex machina needs 10% [ chances]
withjust theright conditions[and] 1 billionyears... Onewhofindsthe
chance appearance of cytochrome ¢ a credible event must have the
faithof Job.” Inlight of themathematical cal culationforimpossibility
being 10%, it isrational to conclude that the natural origin of proteins
necessary for lifeisimpossible.

If thenatural originof asingleproteinisimpossiblehow muchmore
awholecell! Biochemist Harold Morowitz wrotein hisbook Energy
Flow in Biology that theoretically the simplest of cellswould require
aminimumof 124 proteinstofunction. Based onthisimaginary, smple
organism, he calculated that the probability of its natural evolution
would be 1:1(340.000000,
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4 Scientists have spent yearstrying to create lifein the Iaboratory\
withthemost sophisti cated equipment availablein carefully controlled
and intelligently designed experiments. If life cannot be artificially
assembl ed under these conditions, how much moreimpossibleitisfor
mol eculesto naturally assemblethemselvesintoliving cells! Thebest
explanationfortheoriginof lifeissupernatural creation. Theremust be
aGod!

Theonly logical and rational conclusion consistent withthelaws
of science and knowledge of the day isthat there must be aGod. To
deny Himisto deny themethodol ogy, history, tradition, purpose, and
knowledge of science. Denial of Godisarejection of rational thought
and the power of human reasoning to enlighten mankind.

| leave you with these thoughtsto ponder. Isit more unscientific
tobelievein God or in evolution? Isit more unscientific to believein
supernatural or natural origins?1sit necessary to put Godinatest tube
or requirethat He demonstrate His creative methodsin thelaboratory
before we can conclude that He exists? Y ou have seen the evidence.
Does God exist or not?
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‘Evidence for the Resurrection )

of Jesus Christ

God exists. The evidences of science, testimony, and rational
thought lead honest peopl e to this conclusion. But of the many gods
to choosefrom, isit possibleto determinewhich God isthereal God?
Yesitis.

Why consider JesusChrist?Why not?Hehashad agreater impact
onhumanity thanany otherinhistory. HeclaimedtobeGodrather than
justtoknow God. Millionsof peopletestify that Heisaliveintheir lives
and attribute remarkable changes to Him. Most convincing is the
evidence for the death, burial, and resurrection of Jesus Christ.

TheBibledocumentstheeventssurrounding Jesus’ death, burial,
and resurrection. However, many find the Biblical account compel-
lingly true becauseit is corroborated with extra-Biblical documents.
Consider the following documents.

Jesus was real.

Cornelius Tacitus, aRoman historian, Governor of Asia, and son
in law to Julius Agricola wrote about Jesus saying, “ Christus, the
founder of the name, was put to death by PontiusPilate.” Otherssuch
aslgnatiusof Syria(A.D. 50-115) and Justin Martyr and Tertullian of
Carthage also wrote of Jesus' trial and death.

Jesus was crucified.

L ucianof Samosawrateinhisbook ThePassingof Peregrinusthat
Jesus“was crucified in Pal estine because he introduced this new cult
into the world.” Flavius Josephus reported in The Antiquities of the
Jewsin A.D. 37 that Jesus was seen by many after His resurrection.
Writings of a debate between the Samaritan historian, Thallus and
Julius Africanusin about A.D. 40 show that during the afternoon of

. /

11




Answers for Skeptics

/J&eus Christ’s crucifixion, the skies darkened. Julius argued that the\
darkening could not havebeen dueto asol ar eclipsebecausetherewas
afull moonintheevening. Noticethat thecrucifixionandthedarkening
of the sky was not in question.

Jesus’ tomb was empty.

Interestingly, many criticsof Jesusand Hisfollowersdid not and
do not argue that Jesus’ tomb was empty. They debate why Histomb
was empty. Tertullian wrote in his De Spectac that Jesus' disciples
stoleHisbody fromthetomb. InA.D. 100, Justin Martyr alsowrotein
hisDialogue Against Trypho, that Jesus' body had been stolenby His
disciples. Dr. Schofield, aJewish historian, hascontinued thisancient
theory in his book The Passover Plot.

Jesuswasresurrected.

There are two possible explanations for the empty tomb. Either
Jesuswasresurrected fromthegrave, or Hisbody wasstolen. Itiseasy
to determinewhich choiceiscorrect. How many people do you know
who would bewilling to suffer torture and death for alie? That would
beinsane. Thereisnaothing to be gained. Such atheory would require
believing that a large group of people chose pain and death over
comfort, family, andlifeto protect alie. Thisdoesnot makeany sense.
Peoplewill lie, cheat, and steal tosavetheir livesbut nottogiveuptheir
lives. If the disciples had stolen Jesus’ body and others did not see
Jesusalive, then why would they bewilling to suffer tortureand to be
killed? Thetheory of Jesus' body being stolenispreposterous. Onthe
other hand, if the disciples did see Jesus alive after His resurrection,
thenthey had nothingtofear fromtortureor death. Seeing Jesuswould
explainwhy they werewillingtodie. It wastortureand death for truth!
Thismakesalot more sensethan dying for alie. Jesus' resurrectionis
the most plausible and rational explanation for the disciples’ martyr-
dom.

The evidence for Jesus’ resurrection validates His claimsto be
God and thetestimonies of thousands of believerswho claimto know
that Heisalive. Jesusis God and, therefore, the One we should look
toforanswersabout life, purpose, andtruth. ItisHisteachingsthat will
guide us into truth.

. /
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‘Evidence for Inspiration of the )
Bible

Having establishedthat thereisaGod andthat Jesus ChristisGod,
the next question to answer is, “how does God reveal truth?’” Finding
the answer to thisquestion issimplified by the fact that Jesusis God.
Therefore, we need only look to the teachings of Jesus. Jesusis God;
therefore, it islogical to search the writings that represent His teach-
ings. TheBibleisacollection of writingsabout thelife and teachings
of Jesus Christ.

What is meant by inspired writings? Inspiration refers to the
method by which God communicates to us in writing. He gave the
inspired prophetsthewordsto recordin Holy Scripture. Though over
forty men were used to write the books of the Bible, God wasthe sole
author. The differences between the writers show up intheir writings
like an author using different pens.

TheBibleclaimsto beinspired by God. Thisshould not surprise
us. Receiving aninspired text from Godisreasonable. After al, Jesus
is God, the Bible is a record of His life and teachings, and Jesus
demonstrated by Hislifethat Heisinterestedinteachingus. Itislogical
to expect a preserved collection of Jesus’ writings.

Thetest of Biblical inspiration isfinding evidence that suggests
supernatural knowledge, prediction, and construction. There is evi-
dence for al three tests.

KnowledgeintheBibletranscendsthetimeat whichitwaswritten.
For example, Psalm 8:8 recordsthat there are pathsin the seas. These
pathsor river currentswerenot discovered until 2800 yearsafter itwas
mentioned in the Bible. Ecclesiastes 1:6 describes the circuits of the
winds from south to north and back again. Such knowledge was not
known at the time of itswriting. Psalm 102:26 describesthe wearing
away of theearthand skies. But thiswascontrary tothecurrent thought

. /
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/attheti meand upuntil 2500yearslater. Genesis15:5 menti onsthar[the\
starsareinnumerable, but until 3500yearslater, it wasthought that the
starswerecountable. When conceptsof theearth resting on pillarsand
foundationswereinvogue, it waswrittenin Job 26:7 that theearthwas
suspended on nothing. Four thousand years later, it was discovered
that the Bible was right. The Bible containsinformation that was not
known and even contrary to the popular opinion of theday. Itisabook
that was thousands of years ahead of its time. Such an attribute
suggests supernatural authorship.

Another testimony to the divine authorship of the Bible are
prophesies of the Messiah and future events. Mathematician and
scientist Peter Stoner in his book Science Speaks, records over three
hundred prophesiesfulfilled by Jesus Christ including hishbirth place
in Bethlehem; being a descendent of the Jewish patriarchs Abraham,
Isaac, and Jacob; being a descendent of the Jewish King David; the
killing of children after hewasborn; being agreat teacher, healer, and
showing signsof miracles; being tortured and killed; being piercedin
Hishands; being piercedin Hisside; darknessduring Hiscrucifixion;
and Hisresurrection. Stoner cal culated that fulfillingjust eight of these
prophecies would be a probability of onein 10*. The probability of
fulfillingforty-eight propheci eswascal culatedtobeonein 10". These
odds show that fulfilling the prophesies of the Bible requires super-
natural knowledgeand intervention. TheAmerican Scientific Affilia-
tion commented on Stoner’ s cal culations saying, “the mathematical
analysisincluded is based upon principles of probability which are
thoroughly sound and Professor Stoner has applied these principles
inaproper and convincing way." Interestingly, the Bible prophesied
over 2500 years ago that there would come a time when knowledge
would be greatly increase, people would be traveling back and forth,
and aworld-wide government would beformed. Soundsalot likethe
trend of today doesn’t it?

The construction of the Bible a so shows supernatural involve-
ment. In 1994, threemathematiciansfrom Hebrew University reported
in Statistical Science a mathematical improbability in the book of
Genesisdubbed equidistant-| etter-sequencing or the Biblecode. This
isnot to beconfused withthehyped book written by journalist Michael
Drosnin. Applying a technique similar to deciphering encrypted
codes, the mathematicians demonstrated that the Hebrew text mani-

. /
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@ested code-like properties. The probability of finding three hundred\
word pairs was calculated to be one in fifty quadrillion chances.
However, this was just the beginning of the discoveries. Sixty-six
prominent Jewish rabbiswereal sofound associatedincodewiththeir
birth dates and birth cities. When U.S. government encryptologist
Harold Gansheard about the phenomenon, hewasskeptical andtested
thecodefor himself only todiscover that thesixty-six nameswereal so
associated with their death dates. The oddsof such findingsisbeyond
chanceoccurrencebut undeniable. Dr. David Kaxhdan, chairmanof the
Harvard University mathematics department, stated, “The phenom-
enon is real. What conclusion you reach from this is up to the
individual.” Robert Kass, theeditor of the Statistical ScienceJournal,
wrote, “ Our refereeswerebaffled: their prior beliefsmadethem think
theBook of Genesiscould not possibly contain meaningful references
tomodernday individuals, yet whentheauthorscarried out additional
analysis and checks, the effect persisted. The paper isthus offered to
Statistical Science readers as a challenging puzzle.” Other writings
suchasTolstoy’ sWar & Peaceandthe Samaritan Hebrew Bibledonot
show the phenomenon. It is a unique, probability-defying phenom-
enon of the Jewish Bible.

As a whole, the Bible is a harmonious collection of sixty-six
writings, involving over forty writersfrom all different walksof life,
social positions, times in history, and geographical locations. Such
differenceamongwriterson such controversial topicsisaremarkable
demonstration of divine authorship. Finding forty peoplein similar
living conditionsrarely findsthemin agreement. However, by inspira-
tion, God guided the pens of the writers and produced a unique,
harmonious, and phenomenal testimony of Holy Script. Theevidence
compel smany to believethat the Bibleisindeed, theWord of God. Do
you believe that Jesus has preserved His teachings of truth in the
Bible?

15
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/Compelling Evidence for
Salvation

Having established that Jesus is God and that the Bible is His
inspired teachings, it can be concluded that the Bibleistherevelation
of truth. It isthe standard by which all things can be tested astrue or
false. Itisalso asource of insight that is not otherwise determinable
by scienceor physical means. Mostimportantly, theBibleexplainsthe
need for and how to establish arelationship with God.

The first thing to understand about salvation is that God is
righteous. The Biblesaysthat God cannot tol eratesin, and Hewill not
allow sininheaven. Thisiswhy Revelation 21:27 saystherewill beno
sinin heaven. But if thereisno sin in heaven, how good do you have
tobetolivethere?Y ouwould havetobeasgood asGod! | donot know
anyonethat good, do you? Of courseyou do not, and for good reason.

TheBiblesaysthat all have sinned and come short of theglory of
God. It also saysthat thereisno onegood or righteous. Everyonesins.
Y ou may have heard that if you do your best and are sincereintrying
to do good, God will reward you. But the Bible says that all of our
righteousnessesare asfilthy ragsin God’ seyes. The standard of good
worksand sincereeffortsisalot different for usthanfor God. Heuses
astandard of perfection. By thisstandard, you arenot qualifiedto go
to heaven, no matter how hard youtry. Considering theoptions, if you
donot goto heaven, youwill gotohell. Thisisaheavy and depressing
thought, but it isBiblical teaching.

What ishell? The Bible saysthat it is aplace reserved for those
who reject God, deny Hisexistence, and deny Jesus Christ as God the
Savior. Itisaplace separated from heaven. It isaplace where sinners
are condemned forever. Romans 6:23 says, the wages of sinisdeath,
andgoingtohell isspiritual death. ItisaseparationfromGod. Y ouwill

. /

16




Answers for Skeptics

@ill exist, butyouwill existinthefiresof hell. Thisisno placefor yomh
But there is nothing you can do about. Y ou need help!

Godknowsyour dilemmaand offershel p. John 3: 16 says, “ For God
solovedtheworldthat HegaveHisonly begotten Son, that whosoever
believethin Him should not perish but haveeverlastinglife.” Romans
5:8 says, "But God commendeth Hislove toward usin that while we
wereyet sinners, Christ died for us." Remember thewagesof sin?Itis
death. What did Jesus do? He died. Not for Himself, but for you. By
dying for you, he paid for your crimes (your sins). Why would He do
that? For no other reason but love. Helovesyou, you needed hel p, and
Hewaswilling to help you. Doesthat make you feel thankful ?

Jesus hel psyou by doing two thingsfor you. First, Hedied to pay
for sinsmakingit possiblefor youto beforgiven. Second, He changes
your nature(spiritually). TheBiblecallsthisthebornagainexperience.
Physically you remain unchanged, but spiritually God changesyou so
that you can enter into heaven. Thisisamiraclebirththat only God can
do. No wonder it isimpossible to get to heaven by trying to do your
best. Y our best could never be as good as God's best. Thisis why
Ephesians 2:8-9 says, “For by grace areye saved...."

What must you do to be saved? Accept Hisinvitationto saveyou.
He has done the work and is now offering you a gift of eternal lifein
heaven. Doyouwantit?Confessyour sinand needfor Him, and accept
Hisinvitationinto heaven. By letting God save you, your salvationis
guaranteed. Thisiswhy First John 5:13 says, “that you may know that
you have eternal life.”

For more information about being saved, about questions you
haveabout the Bible, or about how to makethe most of your Christian
life, contact us. We offer personal training, small group Biblestudies,
and leadership training, church services.
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‘Evidence for Creation

Many refuse to believe in God because they are convinced that
evolutionisafact. What they donotrealizeistheclaimthat “ evolution
isafact” refers to the mechanisms of change: mutation and natural
selection. Becausetheword evol ution meanschange, itisdeceptively
appliedtoincludetheGeneral Theory of Evolution (originof al things
by natural properties from the universe to man), which is not a fact.
What is the difference?

Evolutionistsbelievethat change (mutation) isunlimited and that
over long periods of time, many small changes result in significant
differencesamong organisms. However, thisprediction andinterpre-
tation of unlimited changefails under scientific scrutiny.

In laboratories, both industrial and academic, organisms have
been subjected to accel erated mutational conditions. Without excep-
tion, generationsafter generations show that changeislimited. How?
No new kinds of organisms have been produced. Thefruit fly isone
of the most celebrated organisms in genetic studies and has been
subjectedtointensestudiesof mutationfor decades. Todate, fruitflies
are still fruit flies. Recently, disappointed evolutionists have stated
that the fruit fly has not and will not evolve into another kind of
organism becauseit hasreached adead end initsphylogeny. In other
words, the changes produced in the fruit fly are limited and will not
produce new kinds of organisms. Thereare no examplesof unlimited
changeinthelaboratory. Inplaceof evidence, evolutionistshaveonly
excuses to offer for the lack of evidence of unlimited change. For
example, evolutionists argue that even under accelerated conditions
of mutation, itisdifficulttosimulatethousandsof yearsof change. This
assertion cannot be demonstrated one way or another, and it is
certainly not evidence, soit remainsanexcusefor thelack of evidence.

On the other hand, these results confirm the predictions of the
creation sciencemodel for limited changewithin given popul ationsof
\organisms. The limitations of mutation and natural selection thusfar/
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/demonstrar[ed in the laboratories favor the creation science model. m
is important to note that the creation model includes the facts of
mutation and natural selection. It differsfrom the evolution model as
to the degree of changethat is possible: limited v. unlimited.

That brings usto the fossil record. Evolutionists parade in front
of students choice fossils that supposedly document the evolution of
onekind of organism into another. However, at best, thesefossilsare
transitionswithin thelimitationsof adefined popul ation (likethefruit
fly) or, at worst, are questionable findings of missing links between
major groups of organisms that even evolutionists debate. Harvard
pal eontol ogist Stephen Gould wrote,

“The extreme rarity of transitional forms in the fossil record
persists as the trade secret of paleontology. The evolutionary trees
that adorn our textbooks have dataonly at the tips and nodes of their
branches; therest isinference, however reasonable, not the evidence
of fossils. All paleontologists know that the fossil record contains
precious little in the way of intermediate forms; transitions between
major groups are characteristically abrupt.” (Gould, Stephen, The
Panda’ sThumb, New Y ork: Norton, 1980, pp 181, 189).

Dr. Colin Patterson, senior paleontol ogist at the British Museum
of Natural History, wrote, “| fully agreewithyour commentsonthelack
of directillustration of evolutionary transitionsin my book. If | knew
of any, fossil or living, | would certainly haveincludedthem.... 1 will lay
it ontheline, thereisnot one such fossil for which one might makea
watertight argument.” (Personal letter dated 10th April 1979 from Dr.
Patterson to creationist Luther D. Sunderland.)

In other words, the fossil record shows nothing more than what
can be demonstrated in the laboratory, namely that changeislimited
to adefined population. Itisimportant that students be encouraged to
guestionthefossil record and the claimsthat evolutionisafact rather
than blindly and unquestioningly swallow whatever isfed to themin
the classroom.

Itisnowonder thenthat Mark Ridley of Oxford University wrote,

“...noreal evolutionist, whether gradualist or punctuationist, uses
the fossil record as evidence in favor of the theory of evolution as
opposed to special creation.” (Mark Ridley, “Who Doubts Evolu-
tion?" NEW SCIENTIST, 6/25/81,p.831).

. /
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4 Thereare evolutionistswho dogmatically contend for the“ ova
ous’ observation of evolutioninthefossil record; however, theseare
fanatics blinded by emotion and irrational belief in evolution. When
other evolutionists question the “obvious’ observations of these
fanatics, one is compelled to suspect the motives of the fanatics.
Certainly this showsthat they lack objectivity and that the“ obvious’
isintheir mind and not in the fossil record. Thisis called delusion.

Delusionin evolution is prevalent. With regard to the evolution
of life from molecules, almost every biology textbook | have seen
includes the experiments of Stanley Miller and Sidney Fox. The
experiments of these two men have been touted as the beginnings of
creatinglifeinthelaboratory. Haveyouever readtheoriginal publica-
tions? If you read it carefully, you will notice that the experiments
demonstrate that cells cannot evolve from an ocean of molecules. |
know thissoundsradical to say becauseit isjust the opposite of what
thebooksclaim, but thisisan exampleof how delusionand fanaticism
for evolution has crept into education. Miller designed an experiment
to test the formation of amino acids in a ssimulation of early earth’s
atmosphere. Followingaretheproblemswiththislandmark experiment
for evolution that are not mentioned in these “books of education.”
First, both evol utionists and creationistsreject the atmosphere Miller
chose as representative of the early earth. Second, the experiment
demonstrated that both right and left handed amino acids naturally
formed. Y et living cellshave only left handed amino acids. Third, the
experiment produced formal dehyde. Formal dehydereactswithamino
acidsand preventstheformation of protein chains. No protein chains
meansno evol ution. Fourth, Miller builtacoldtrapintotheexperiment
to prevent the destruction of the molecules that were formed. Does
suchanintelligently designed experiment simulatenatural , haphazard
conditionsof early earth?Miller’ sexperiment showsthat theevol ution
of cells cannot even get past the first step. Read Miller’ s reports for
yourself rather thanaccept your book’ sfanatical conclusions. Miller's
reportonhisoriginal experimentisinany University library. Ask your
teacher questionsabout the validity of theinterpretationsand conclu-
sionsof theexperiment and seefor yourself if your teacher isafanatic
or perhapsjust asignorant asmost about Miller’ soriginal experiment.

Likewise, Sidney Fox supposedly showed the feasibility of the
evolution of cells from molecules. However, just the opposite was

. /
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/shown. Read Fox’ spublication, and you discover that he did not star?
with the products formed in the simulated early earth conditions of
Miller's experiment. Why? Because the chemistry of the products
would not produceproteins. Instead, Fox beganwith apure mixture of
left-handed aminoacids. Inaddition, hediscoveredthat theconditions
to produce proteinsrequired dry heat for not less than four hours and
not more than six hours, followed by immediate immersion into hot
water, and thenimmersioninto cold water to preservethe proteinsthat
formed. Doesthissound likenatural, haphazard conditions? Students
whoaccepttheir books' conclusionsof Miller’ sand Fox’ sexperiments
that evolution was demonstrated in the lab have been duped. Instead
of following the gullible crowd, you should ask questions and think
about what you are reading. Any teacher who says that evolution is
afact isafanatical extremist and untrustworthy with information.

If you read the previous chapter onthe evidencefor theexistence
of God, you will noticethat the creation model hasasolid foundation
to establish itself. The evidence leads to the conclusion that God
created the universe. It isnot surprising, then, that evidence supports
the creation origins of life as well. For example, biochemist Harold
Morowitzwrotein hisbook Energy Flowin Biol ogy that the probabil -
ity of eventhesmallest theoretical cell evolvingis1:10tothe340,000,000
power. This number shows that evolution of life from moleculesis
impossible. The mathematical number for impossibility is 10%®. No
wonder evol utionists cannot demonstrate evol ution of moleculesinto
cells even with the most sophisticated equipment and intelligently
controlled experiments. Itisimpossible. Thenecessity for thecreation
of theuniverseand the creation of lifeleadsonetologically conclude
and predict that organisms were created as defined populations. The
gapsin thefossil record and the general isolation of organism kinds
support this prediction. The creation model is, indeed, a model of
scientificcredibility.
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The Philosophy of God’s h
Existence

It is impossible to prove that God does not exist. Thus, one is
forced to concede, at least, that there may be a God. Atheism is
intellectually void of reason and thus dishonest. Nonetheless, there
are many attempts to disprove God's existence, and many simple-
minded peoplehavebeendupedintorejecting God. However, thereare
answers to atheistic arguments.

Consider thefollowing common questionsthat puzzle people. A
common, silly argument asks, “ If God can do anything, can He create
arock that He cannot lift?” This question is designed to play, not to
engage the serious mind in a search for truth. Such questions are
designed to define God into logically impossible conditions, and are
nothing morethantoysfor themind. I sthereanything God cannot do?
Y es. There are many things God cannot do. The Bible saysthat it is
impossiblefor Godtolie. God doesnot haveto do “everything” to be
God. Heisnot defined by humans. Instead, Hedefinesthehumanmind.

The following questions are often used as reasons to question
God's existence. However, such questions have nothing to do with
God’ sexistence. Thesearequestionsabout God' smotives, about why
God doesthingstheway He does. Agreeing or disagreeing with why
or how God doesthings hasno more affect on Hisexistencethan does
your agreeing or disagreeing with me affect my existence. To the
contrary, the following questions presuppose His existence.

HowcanalovingGodallow painand miseryintheworld?Painand
misery are the consequences of sin. God allows usto experience the
conseguences of sinto show ushow bad it is. Out of love, Hereaches
outtoustodeliver usfromour sin. Out of mercy, Heoffersforgiveness
inspiteof our rebellionand rejection of Him. It would beunlovingand
unmerciful of God to deny usthe experienceof thehorrorsof sin. If in
the midst of sin and suffering, we deny God and blame Him for our
troubles, how much morewewould usetheexcusethat we do not need
God because there are no problems and no pain associated with our
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G ns. In fact, most people would deny that thereissinif therewere no\
pain.

Why doesGod allowbad thingstohappentogood people? There
arenogood peopleintheworl d. Somearebetter and kinder than others.
But the Bible saysthat “all have sinned, and come short of the glory
of God.” (Romans3:23). For thisreason, every personregardlessof age,
religion, sex, etc., aresubjected tothesamehardshipsthat arecommon
toeveryone (First Corinthians10:13).

Why doesGod allowinnocent victimsand babiestosuffer atthe
hands of bad people? Such inflicted misery istheresult of sin. God
allowssuch eventsto occur to demonstrateto usthat sintouchesevery
life, showsno mercy, and hasnofavorites. The blamefor such misery
belongsto criminals, but theresponsibility for suffering belongstoall
of usbecauseweareall guilty of sin. Every timewesin, weareaccepting
the guilt and the consequences of sin. Sin is horrible and atrocious.

If Godisjust and omnipotent, why doesHeallow injusticeto
occur ? God alows injustice and al sins to happen to teach usto be
outraged by sin. Wearewrongto blameGod for our suffering, outrage,
andinjustice. Every timewechooseto sin, wearerejecting thekind of
world God wantsto give us. We have no one to blame but ourselves.
Nexttimeyousin, remember that you havechosennottoliveby God's
laws and therefore have forsaken the peace and security of life He
offers. Y ouhavechosentoliveinaworldwhereeveryoneel sechooses
to live by their own rules—a world of rebellion, pain, and sorrow.

Therearemany morequestionsthat could beanswered; however,
these are sufficient to make the point that you can find reasonable
answers and truth if you are honest and diligent enough to seek
answers. God invitesyou to consider His message saying, “ Come let
usreasontogether.” If thisinvitation surprises, you should reconsider
your conclusionsabout Him. God isnot afraid of reason. Itisapart of
good religion. Heisthe onewho created the ability to reason, because
itwill leadtoHim.
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