Evidence for God’s Existence

Romans chapter 1 says that God has planted evidence of Himself
throughout His creation so we are without excuse. Sue Bohlin
looks at different types of evidence indicating that God
really does exist.

A “Just Right” Universe

There's so much about the universe, and our world in
particular, that we take for granted because it works so well.
But Christian astronomer Dr. Hugh Ross has cited twenty-six
different characteristics about the universe that enable it to
sustain life. And there are thirty-three characteristics about
our galaxy, our solar system, and the planet Earth that are
finely-tuned to allow life to exist.{1} I do well to make the
meat, potatoes, vegetables, and bread all come out at the same
time for dinner; we’re talking about fifty-nine different
aspects all being kept in perfect balance so the universe
hangs together and we can live in it!

Our Earth, for instance, is perfectly designed for life. It’s
the “just right” size for the atmosphere we need. Its size and
corresponding gravity hold a thin, but not too thin, layer of
gases to protect us and allow us to breathe. When astronaut
John Glenn returned to space, one of the things that struck
him was how thin and fragile our atmosphere is (only 50 miles
above the Earth). If our planet were smaller it couldn’t
support an atmosphere, like on Mercury. If it were larger,
like Jupiter, the atmosphere would contain free hydrogen,
which is poison for us.{2} Earth is the only planet we know of
that contains an atmosphere that can support human, animal,
and plant life.

The Earth is also placed at a “just right” distance from the
sun and the other planets in our solar system. If we were
closer to the sun, we’'d burn up. If we were farther away, we'd
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freeze. Because Earth’s orbit is nearly circular, this
slightly elliptical shape means that we enjoy a quite narrow
range of temperatures, which is important to life. The speed
of Earth’s rotation on its axis, completing one turn every 24
hours, means that the sun warms the planet evenly. Compare our
world to the moon, where there are incredible temperature
variations because it lacks sufficient atmosphere or water to
retain or deflect the sun’s energy.

Speaking of the moon, its important that there is only one
moon, not two or three or none, and it’s the “just right” size
and distance from us. The moon’s gravity impacts the movement
of ocean currents, keeping the water from becoming

stagnant.{3}

Water itself is an important part of a “just right” world.
Plants, animals and human beings are mostly made of water, and
we need it to live. One of the things that makes Earth unique
is the abundance of water in a liquid state.

Water has surface tension. This means that water can move
upward, against gravity, to bring liquid nutrients to the tops
of the tallest plants.

Everything else in the world freezes from the bottom up, but
water freezes from the top down. Everything else contracts
when it freezes, but water expands. This means that in winter,
ponds and rivers and lakes can freeze at the surface, but
allow fish and other marine creatures to live down below.

The fact that we live on a “just right” planet in a “just
right” universe is evidence that it all was created by a
loving God.

The Nagging Itch of “Ought”

As a mother, I was convinced of the existence of a moral God
when my children, without being taught, would complain that
something wasn’t “fair.” Fair? Who taught them about fair? Why



is 1t that no one ever has to teach children about fairness,
but all parents hear the universal wail of “That’s not fa-a-a-
a-a-air!” The concept of fairness is about an internal
awareness that there’s a certain way that things ought to be.
It’s not limited to three-year-olds who are unhappy that their
older siblings get to stay up later. We see the same thing on
“Save the Whales” bumper stickers. Why should we save the
whales? Because we ought to take care of the world. Why should
we take care of the world? Because we just should, that’s why.
It’s the right thing to do. There’s that sense of “ought”
again.

Certain values can be found in all human cultures, a belief
that we act certain ways because they’re the right thing to
do. Murdering one’s own people is wrong, for example. Lying
and cheating is wrong. So 1is stealing. Where did this
universal sense of right and wrong come from? If we just
evolved from the apes, and there is nothing except space,
time, and matter, then from where did this moral sense of
right and wrong arise?

A moral sense of right and wrong isn’t connected to our
muscles or bones or blood. Some scientists argue that it comes
from our genes — that belief in morality selects us for
survival and reproduction. But if pressed, those same
scientists would assure you that ultimate right and wrong
don’t exist in a measurable way, and it’s only the illusion of
morality that helps us survive. But if one researcher stole
another’s data and published results under his own name, all
the theories about morality as illusion would go right out the
window. I don’t know of any scientist who wouldn’t cry,
“That’s not fair!” Living in the real world is a true antidote
for sophisticated arguments against right and wrong.

Apologist Greg Koukl points out that guilt 1is another
indicator of ultimate right and wrong. “It’'s tied into our
understanding of things that are right and things that are
wrong. We feel quilty when we think we’ve violated a moral



rule, an “ought.” And that feeling hurts. It doesn’t hurt our
body; it hurts our souls. An ethical violation is not a
physical thing, like a punch in the nose, producing physical
pain. It’s a soulish injury producing a soulish pain. That'’s
why I call it ethical pain. That’'s what gquilt is — ethical

pain.”{4}

The reason all human beings start out with an awareness of
right and wrong, the reason we all yearn for justice and
fairness, is that we are made in the image of God, who is just
and right. The reason we feel violated when someone does us
wrong 1is that a moral law has been broken — and you can’t have
a moral law without a moral law giver. Every time we feel that
old feeling of, “It’'s not fa-a-a-a-a-air!” rising up within
us, it’s a signpost pointing us to the existence of God. He
has left signposts pointing to Himself all over creation.
That’'s why we are without excuse.

Evidence of Design Implies a Designer

If you've ever visited or seen
pictures of Mount Rushmore (South
Dakota USA), you cannot help but
look at the gigantic sculpture of
four presidents’ faces and wonder
at the skill of the sculptor. You
know, without having to be told,
that the natural forces of wind
and rain did not erode the rock
into those shapes. It took the skilled hands of an artist.

William Paley made a compelling argument years ago that the
intricacies of a watch are so clearly engineered that it
cannot be the product of nature: a watch demands a watchmaker.
In the same way, the more we discover about our world and
ourselves, the more we see that like an expertly-fashioned
watch, our world and we ourselves have been finely crafted
with intentional design. And design implies a designer.
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Since we live in our bodies and take so much of our abilities
for granted, it’s understandable that we might miss the
evidence of design within ourselves — much like a fish might
be oblivious to what it means to be wet. Dr. Phillip Bishop at
the University of Alabama, challenges us to consider what
would happen if we commissioned a team of mechanical engineers
to develop a robot that could lift 500 pounds. And let’s say
we also commissioned them to design a robot that could play
Chopin. They could probably do that. But what if we asked them
to come up with a robot that could do both, and limit the
robot’s weight to 250 pounds, and require that it be able to
do a variety of similar tasks? They’d laugh in our faces, no
matter how much time or money we gave them to do it. But you
know, all we’'d be asking them to do is to come up with a very
crude replication of former football player Mike Reid.{5}

Probably the greatest evidence of design in creation is DNA,
the material of which our genes are made, as well as the
genetic material for every living thing on the planet. One of
the startling discoveries about DNA is that it is a highly
complex informational code, so complex that scientists
struggle hard to decipher even the tiniest portions of the
various genes in every organism. DNA conveys intelligent
information; in fact, molecular biologists use language terms
— code, translation, transcription — to describe what it does
and how it acts. Communication engineers and information
scientists tell us that you can’t have a code without a code-
maker, so it would seem that DNA 1is probably the strongest
indicator in our world that there is an intelligent Designer
behind its existence.

Dr. Richard Dawkins, a professor of biology who writes books
and articles praising evolution, said in his book The Blind
Watchmaker, “Biology is the study of complicated things that
give the appearance of having been designed for a purpose.”{6}
Even those who desperately fear the implications of design
keep running into it.



Those who deny the evidence of a designer are a lot like the
foolish fisherman. If he fails to catch a fish, he says, “Aha!
This proves there are no fish!” He doesn’t want to consider
the possibility that it might be he is an inept fisherman.
Since science cannot measure the intangible or the
supernatural, there are many people who say, “Aha! There is no
Creator.”{7} Foolish fishermen deny the evidence that God
exists and has left His fingerprints all over creation.

The Reliability of the Bible

Every religion has its own holy book, but the Bible 1is
different from all the others. It claims to be the very Word
of God, not dropped out of the sky but God-breathed, infused
with God’s power as He communicated His thoughts and intent
through human writers.

The Bible was written over a period of 1500 years, by about
forty different writers, on three different continents. They
addressed a wide variety of subjects, and yet the individual
books of the Bible show a remarkable consistency within
themselves. There 1is a great deal of diversity within the
Bible, at the same time displaying an amazing unity. It
presents an internally consistent message with one great
theme: God’s love for man and the great lengths to which He
went to demonstrate that love.

If you pick up any city newspaper, you won’'t find the kind of
agreement and harmony in it that is the hallmark of the
biblical books. A collection of documents that spans so much
time and distance could not be marked by this unity unless it
was superintended by one Author who was behind it all. The
unity of the Bible is evidence of God’'s existence.

One other aspect of the Bible 1is probably the greatest
evidence that God exists and that He has spoken to us in His
holy book: fulfilled prophecy. The Bible contains hundreds of
details of history which were written in advance before any of



them came to pass. Only a sovereign God, who knows the future
and can make it happen, can write prophecy that is accurately
and always — eventually — fulfilled.

For example, God spoke through the prophet Ezekiel against the
bustling seaport and trade center of Tyre. In Ezekiel 26:3-6,
He said He would bring nations against her: “They shall
destroy the walls of Tyre and break down her towers; and I
will scrape her soil from her, and make her a bare rock.”
Ezekiel 26-28 has many details of this prophecy against Tyre,
which would be like Billy Graham announcing that God was going
to wipe New York off the map.

Tyre consisted of two parts, a mainland city and an island a
half- mile offshore. The first attack came from the Babylonian
king Nebuchadnezzar, who laid siege to Tyre for thirteen
years. Finally, his battering rams broke through the walls,
and he tore down the city’'s towers. But the island part of the
city wasn’t yet destroyed, because this prophecy was fulfilled
in stages. For 250 years it flourished, until Alexander the
Great set his sights on Tyre. Even without a navy, he was able
to conquer this island city in what some consider his greatest
military exploit. He turned the ruined walls and towers of 0Old
Tyre into rubble, which he used to build a causeway from the
mainland to the island. When he ran out of material, he
scraped the soil from the land to finish the land- bridge,
leaving only barren rocks where the old city used to be. He
fulfilled the prophecy, “They will break down your walls and
destroy your pleasant houses; your stones and timber and soil
they will cast into the midst of the waters”(Ez. 26:12).

Fulfilled prophecy is just one example of how God shows He 1is
there and He is not silent. How else do we explain the
existence of history written in advance?

Jesus: The Ultimate Evidence

The most astounding thing God has ever done to show His



existence to us 1s when He passed through the veil between
heaven and earth and came to live among us as a man.

Jesus Christ was far more than just a great moral teacher. He
said things that would be outrageous if they weren’t true, but
He backed them up with even more outrageous signs to prove
they were. Jesus claimed not to speak for God as a prophet,
but to be God in human flesh. He said, “If you'’ve seen Me,
you’'ve seen the Father” (John 14:9), and, “The Father and I
are one” (John 10:30). When asked if He was the Messiah, the
promised Savior, He said yes.{8} He told his contemporaries,
“Before Abraham was, I am”(John 8:58). The fact that His
unbelieving listeners decided then to kill Him shows that they
realized He was claiming to be Yahweh, God Almighty.

When Jesus told His followers that He was the Good Shepherd
(John 10:11-18), they would immediately be reminded of a
passage in the book of Ezekiel where Yahweh God pronounced
Himself shepherd over Israel (Ez. 34:1-16). Jesus equated
Himself with God.

But words are cheap, so Jesus backed up His words with
miracles and signs to validate His truth-claims. He healed all
sorts of diseases in people: the blind, the deaf, the
crippled, lepers, epileptics, and even a woman with a twelve-
year hemorrhage. He took authority over the demons that
terrorized and possessed people. He even raised the dead.

Jesus showed His authority over nature, as well. He calmed a
terrible storm with just a word. He created food out of thin
air, with bread and fish left over! He turned water into wine.
He walked on water.

He showed us what God the Father is like; Jesus was God with
skin on. He was loving and sensitive, at the same time strong
and determined. Children and troubled people were drawn to Him
like a magnet, but the arrogant and self-sufficient were
threatened by Him. He drenched people with grace and mercy



while never compromising His holiness and righteousness.

And after living a perfect life, He showed His love to us by
dying in our place on a Roman cross, promising to come back to
life. Who else but God Himself could make a promise like
thatand then fulfill it? The literal, bodily resurrection of
Jesus Christ is the final, greatest proof that there is a God,
that Jesus is God Himself, and that God has entered our world
and showed us the way to heaven so we can be with Him forever.
He said, “I am the way, the truth, and the life; no one comes
to the Father except by Me” (John 14:6).

God exists, and He has spoken. He made a “just right” universe
that is stamped with clues of its Maker. He placed eternity in
our hearts, as Ecclesiastes tells us, and all people have a
strong moral streak because we are made in the image of a
moral God. The evidence of design in our bodies, our world and
the universe is a signpost pointing to a loving, intelligent
Designer behind it all. The unity of the Bible and the
hundreds of fulfilled prophecies in it show the mind of God
behind its creation. And we’ve looked at the way Jesus punched
through the space-time continuum to show us what God looks
like, and opened the doorway to heaven. Jesus is the clearest
evidence of all that God does exist.
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“If God 1s Immaterial, What
is He Made 0f?”

I got into a debate with an atheist on the existence of God. I
used the Cosmological Argument, and then demonstrated how God
is timeless, space-less, and immaterial. He countered my
conclusion with this question. “If God does not exist inside
of time, space, and is not made of material, then in what way
does God exist, and what is He made of, nothing?” I don’t know
how to answer His objection, so I would appreciate it if you
could help me out here. I hope that you will e-mail me your
advice and direct me to some resources.

Probably the closest relevant biblical description we get of
God comes from Jesus in John 4:24, “God is spirit.” But God is
a personal (or better, tri-personal spirit) characterized by
intelligence, will, etc. In this respect, many Christian
philosophers prefer to think of God as an unembodied Mind.

In either case, however, the important thing to realize 1is
that God, as you already know, is not a material or physical
being. God is spirit; that is, God is an immaterial, or
spiritual being. We could also describe God as a spiritual
substance. Obviously, this is a long way from saying that God
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is “nothing”! A spiritual being is not a physical being, but
it is every bit as real as a physical being. Indeed, in the
case of God, He is actually more “real” than the physical
universe (which only exists because He created it and
continually sustains it in being).

For some excellent resources on the cosmological argument,
please see William Lane Craig’s site here:

www. reasonablefaith.org/site/PageServer?pagename=scholarly art
icles existence of God.

Craig is a top-notch Christian philosopher and is a world-
recognized expert on the cosmological argument (as well as
other issues).

Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn

© 2011 Probe Ministries

A Fine-Tuned Universe

Heather Zeiger makes an argument for why the earth and the
universe are so fine-tuned for life.

Answering the Big Questions of Life

Let’'s pretend that you go outside to find your front yard full
of trash and debris. The first question that probably comes to
mind is, “Did someone do this on purpose, or was this an
accident?” In hopes of determining a cause, you begin by
looking at clues. Does the neighbor’s yard have debris in it?
If so, then it’'s possible the wind blew the trash and debris
into both your yards. If not, then you become suspicious. Why
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are you suspicious? The probability that the wind would blow
trash in your yard, but not your next door neighbor’s yard is
low. But it is possible, so you look for more clues. Upon
further examination you find that the debris stops right at
the property line between your yard and your neighbor’s yard.
This makes you even more suspicious because the probability of
this happening by chance is now lower than it was before.
Although you were not there to see the trash thrown in your
yard, you are fairly certain someone did this on purpose.
Although you may intuit the cause, the reason why you assume
foul play is because with each clue comes a probability of its
occurrence. With multiple clues, the probabilities multiply,
so finding two clues that are improbable makes the entire
event even more improbable.

Taking our scope beyond your backyard to the earth and to the
universe, the question becomes, “Why are the universe and
earth here after all? Why is it the way it is?” When it comes
down to it, just like with your front yard, we are left with
two causal options: either life, the universe, and everything
in between were put here on purpose, or it was an accident.

Every effect has a cause, but if we take cause and effects
back far enough, eventually we will find something that 1is
eternal or the ultimate cause. Therefore, we have two options:
either that eternal thing is natural or it is supernatural. Or
put another way, either the universe itself (or at least the
matter and energy that makes up the universe) is eternal, or
something outside of the universe and nature is eternal.

This article will look at the clues within our universe that
will help us answer whether the universe arose by accident or
was put here on purpose. We will be looking at some very
improbable fine-tuned parameters that not only allow for stars
and galaxies to be here, but also parameters that allow for
life. Finally we will look at parameters that seem to be in
place not just for any life, but for us in particular.



Not to give away the ending, but the Bible tells us that “the
heavens declare the glory of God,”{1} and it turns out there
are some clues that seem to indicate intentionality or purpose
in design. However, the Bible also says that man will suppress
the truth. So even though the clues seem to point towards
design, we will see examples of how some scientists explain
these clues without invoking any kind of designer or
supernatural agent. Basically, we will see how they can still
have an eternal universe instead of something eternal that 1is
outside of the universe.

The Fine-Tuned Parameters for Life{2}

Physicists have concluded that certain features of the
universe have to be almost exactly as they are, otherwise the
universe wouldn’t be here. For example, the universe 1is
expanding outward. If it expanded any faster, it would
overcome gravity, and galaxies, stars, and planets would fly
apart. If it expanded any slower, gravity would take over and
everything would come crashing back together.

On a much smaller scale, the same idea applies to the atom.
When asked what he was thankful for, a friend of mine replied,
“That my atoms don’t just explode.”{3} If you think about it,
why don’t our atoms just fly apart? Just like the expanding
universe, the properties of protons, neutrons, and electrons
are just right so that the electrons don’t come crashing into
the atom or the atom doesn’t fly apart. Without atoms, nothing
would be here, and yet the forces that hold the atom together
are apparently so balanced that they seem to be resting on a
knife's edge.

Not only is our universe fine-tuned for existence, but the
earth is fine-tuned for life. You may not realize this, but
water 1is a unique substance with very uncommon properties.
Most substances are denser when they are a solid than when
they are a liquid, but water is not. It is denser as a liquid,



so we observe ice floating instead of sinking. What'’s the big
deal? The big deal is that we need this property to survive.
The ocean has an entire ecosystem including plants and
bacteria. The oceanic plants and bacteria account for a large
amount of oxygen in our atmosphere. Thanks to water freezing
from the top down, these organisms can continue to live
underwater, even if the top of the water is frozen.

Interestingly, Earth is in just the right temperature range
for water to be a liquid. This is a very narrow temperature
range compared to the ranges for steam or ice. Given all of
the possible temperatures and pressures in the universe, you
will most likely find water as a solid or a gas. But Earth
just happens to be in that narrow range for water to occur as
a liquid. Considering that we need water to survive, I find
this rather convenient.

Physicists have come to the conclusion that the universe 1is
remarkably fine-tuned. There are constants, such as the
gravitational constant or the gas constant, that are just the
right values for life. Gravity and the atomic forces seem to
be perfectly balanced for life. So the question is, what does
this remarkable fine tuning mean? Is there someone who has set
the dials of the universe to make it just right for us? Or 1is
this the result of random chance?

Goldilocks Explains Fine-Tuning

The fine-tuned parameters of the universe that allow for its
existence and allow for life are highly improbable. Many
people try to explain away these very improbable factors by
appealing to chance or natural laws. But the fine-tuned
factors are so improbable that they would seem to be
impossible.

One way to try to explain this is to assume that maybe the
universe is infinite; after all, given an infinite amount of



time, even the improbable can become possible, right? It turns
out the universe is not infinite. Physicists have concluded,
using evidence from Erwin Hubble’s studies and Einstein’s
theories, that the universe had a beginning that they call the
Big Bang.

If scientists want to appeal to chance, they are confined to a
given amount of time. However, the fine-tuned parameters are
so improbable that even fifteen billion years is not enough
time. Some scientists try to find a way to have an infinite
universe anyway because they wish to circumvent the God
question.{4} The only way to do this, given fine-tuning, is to
increase your probabilistic occurrences. The most popular
theory is the multiverse or many universes theory. This idea
is that there are many universes, and the one we’re in happens
to be well-suited for life. Our fine-tuned parameters are not
fine-tuned at all; they are just one set among many sets of
parameters, each within its own universe.

Remember Goldilocks and the three bears? “This porridge is too
hot . . . this porridge is too cold . . . this porridge 1is
just right!” Given three options, Goldie found one that was
just right. According to multiverse theory, there are an
infinite number of universes: some too hot, some too cold. But
if there are an infinite number to choose from, certainly one
must be just right.

However, there is no evidence for there being any universes
other than our own. Physicists readily admit that we do not
have access to the other universes, but we must assume they
are there. Essentially, they have constructed a theory that
postulates something infinite and beyond ourselves, something
wholly other than our universe and not necessarily measurable
from our finite perspective. It seems that in order to get
away from a creator, physicists have posed a theory which
appeals to something that we can never know to be true and
must take on faith. But unlike the Christian faith, this 1is
faith in something that has no evidence of its existence.



String Theory Explains Everything . . .
or Nothing{5}

Many scientists want to find a mathematical theory of
everything in hopes that maybe this will answer the question
as to why the universe is here.

Scientists have several theories to explain how the major
forces interact with each other. There are theories for
electricity and magnetism and for the forces that hold an atom
together. But the one thing that still has physicists baffled
is gravity. How do we explain gravity in relation to these
other forces? Some scientists believe that if we can find a
way to relate gravity to all of the other forces, then maybe
we will understand how the universe came into existence.

In the last twenty years, physicists have developed a theory
called string theory that tries to combine gravity and quantum
mechanics. String theory began by describing the parts that
make up protons (known as hadrons) as particles that behave as
if they are on the ends of strings. The mathematics for this
looks a lot like that of harmonic oscillators (springs).
However, these strings are not particles, they are strings of
energy. Okay, reasonable enough. We know that electrons and
photons act like both particles and waves, and one can think
of these strings as standing waves. But because of issues with
the mathematics, either everything has to be fundamentally
made up of strings of energy or nothing.

String theory mathematics, though, led to some interesting
features, including the fact that there has to be ten
dimensional space, not our normal three dimensions plus time.
So those other dimensions either have to be hiding somewhere
or the math fails. Scientists have proposed theories that
describe the other dimensions as being “compacted.”

String theory math is complex and perhaps inelegant, but it 1is
compelling because it does a better job than any other theory



of relating gravity to quantum mechanics. I think there 1is
some promise to the ideas of string theory, but scientists
seemed too eager to make it a theory of everything in hopes
that the purpose of the universe can be explained through
mathematics and physical laws. We can never really be sure of
the validity of string theory because it is impossible to test
it experimentally.{6} However, we should note that scientists
don’'t escape the fine tuning issue. String theory math works
in ten dimensions and ten dimensions only. So string theory 1is
itself finely tuned. Fine tuning doesn’t arise from it. In
fact, any equation or theory of everything would still be fine
tuned. It seems to point towards a designer (or Mathematician,
if you would prefer).

Ultimately, natural laws or equations cannot explain fine
tuning because it still boils down to this question: Are the
laws put here on purpose or did they arise by chance? If you
refuse purpose, then you are left with chance.

Fine-Tuned for Life and for Discovery

What if the fine tuning of the universe is the result of some
kind of design or something supernatural beyond our universe?
Does this hypothesis help explain some other inexplicable
coincidences? It seems that if the universe and earth were
designed for life, maybe it was also designed, not just for
organic life, but with us intellectual beings in mind.

The fine-tuned parameters of the universe beg to be explained.
However, as William Lane C(Craig says, explaining these
observations puts the physicist in the realm of philosophy
because he 1is trying to explain the purpose for the
observation of fine-tuning. “The theistic philosopher can
therefore without apology or embarrassment introduce his
metaphysical commitment to theism as an at least equally
plausible, if not superior, alternative explanation to
metaphysical, naturalistic accounts of the complex order of



the universe.”{7}

The fine-tuning of life seems to point to some of the
attributes of God. Psalm 19 says, “The heavens declare the
glory of God, and the sky above proclaims his handiwork.”

This perspective has explanatory power.{8} We are able to
explain things that naturalists have passed off as a
coincidence. For example, the earth’s moon is important for
life because it affects the tides which circulate nutrients in
the ocean. But the moon also happens to be the perfect size
such that from the Earth’s viewpoint, it can completely block
out the sun [during an eclipse]. The sun is 400 times farther
away from the earth than the moon, but it is also 400 times
larger. In other words, the moon’s size 1is exactly
proportional to the Earth’s distance from the sun. This isn’t
needed for life, but it is needed for discovery. Thanks to
total solar eclipses, relativity theory was confirmed. We have
also learned about the composition of the sun, the activity of
the sun, and many other features of our sun.

And if that isn’t suspicious enough, it turns out the Earth 1is
in a perfect position in our galaxy to study astronomy. If we
were anywhere other than in between two of the spiral arms of
the Milky Way, the sky would be too bright to use telescopes.

And what about our atmosphere? Yes, the Earth’s atmosphere has
the perfect balance of nitrogen, oxygen, hydrogen, and carbon
dioxide to allow for life, but it also happens to be clear
enough to allow us to look out into the heavens. All of this
might be attributed to chance coincidences, but if we allow
that the universe was designed for life, then perhaps it was
designed with us in mind. And why not? Psalm 8 says, “When I
look at Your heavens, the work of Your fingers, the moon and
the stars, which You have set in place, what is man that You
are mindful of him?”{9} But the Psalm continues by describing
man as very valuable to God; he is only a little lower than
the heavenly beings, and God has crowned him with glory and



honor.

The scientific observations tell us that the universe and the
Earth seem remarkably fine-tuned for life and for discovery.
Investigation of these clues seems to point towards some kind
of purpose and design. If we take what we observe in nature
with what 1is revealed in Scripture, there 1is compelling
reasons to believe that God created the heavens and the earth,
and He created them with us in mind.

Notes

1. Psalm 19:1 (ESV)

2. This section is a survey of common fine-tuned parameters
taken from The Privileged Planet by Guillermo Gonzales and Jay
W. Richardson. For a list of the fine-tuned parameters, see
Reasons to Believe: www.reasons.org.

3. Quote from Todd Kappelman, Research Associate, Probe
Ministries.

4. See Leonard Susskind, “Introduction,
Landscape (Back Bay Books, 2000).

5. The information from this section comes from Susskind, The
Cosmic Landscape; Brian Greene, The Elegant Universe (Vintage
Books, 2000); and articles by William Lane Craig.

6. We can never “see” a string because we do not have the
technological capacity to study something that is that small
(known as a Plank length), so there is no experimental way to
confirm string theory by finding strings. Brian Greene
identifies certain experimental possibilities if we had just a
little more knowledge. These experiments could be evidence for
string theory since they are based on presupposing strings.
See his The Elegant Universe, chapter 9).

7. “The Teleological Argument and the Anthropic Principle” by
William Lane Craig

www. reasonablefaith.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5179

8. Examples of how the universe is fine-tuned for discovery
are taken from The Privileged Planet by Jay W. Richards and
Guillermo Gonzales.
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Additional References for String Theory:

String Theory is a complex theory. This article only touches
the surface. Two sources that do a good job of explaining
string theory without delving into the mathematics are:

e The Cosmic Landscape by Leonard Susskind

« The Elegant Universe by Brian Greene

Both of these books are from a naturalistic worldview. While
they are both good descriptions of string theory, Greene and
Susskind take their theory beyond the realm of science and
into the realm of philosophy and, I believe, make the
implications of string theory into something more than it is.
They also are forthright in their hope that string theory will
solve the “problem” of an apparently fine-tuned universe.

Christian perspectives on string theory and multiverse theory:
 “Does God Exist?” by William Lane Craig

www . reasonablefaith.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5507

e “Subject: Multiverse and the Design Argument” Q/A with
William Lane Craig

www . reasonablefaith.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5741

» Reasons to Believe’s series on string theory:

www. reasons.org/astronomy/string-theory

Related Probe articles:

e Answer to Email: “What Do You Think of the Many Universes
Theory?”:
www.probe.org/what-do-you-think-of-the-many-universes-theory/
« “Are We Significant in This Vast Universe?” [Steve Cable]
www.probe.org/are-we-significant-in-this-vast-universe/

e “There is a God” [Michael Gleghorn]:
www.probe.org/there-is-a-god/

e Big Bang and a Just Right Universe (“The Origin of the
Universe”) [Rich Milne]:
www.probe.org/the-origin-of-the-universe/
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* “The Case for a Creator” [Gene Herr]:
www.probe.org/the-case-for-a-creator/
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The Case for a Creator

It has been the popular belief for decades that science and
Christianity are light years apart. However, as our knowledge
of cosmology, astronomy, physics, biochemistry, and DNA has
continued to grow, this supposed gap has all but disappeared.
Lee Strobel, award-winning journalist and former atheist,
explores these and many other compelling evidences in his
latest book, The Case for a Creator. In this article we will
discuss just a handful of these evidences, as presented in his
book, and find out how science itself is steadily nailing the
lid on atheisms coffin.{1} Lets begin with the argument from
cosmology.

Cosmology

Cosmology is the study of the origin of the universe. In
investigating this field of study, Lee Strobel interviews
philosopher and theologian, Dr. William Lane Craig. Craig
describes in great detail what he calls “one of the most
plausible arguments for God’s existence, the Kalam
cosmological argument.{2} This argument has three simple
steps: Whatever begins to exist has a cause. The universe
began to exist. Therefore, the universe has a cause.

Craig then explains that when he first began to defend the
Kalam argument he anticipated that the first step of the
argument, whatever begins to exist has a cause, would be
almost universally accepted. It was the second point, the


https://www.probe.org/the-case-for-a-creator/
https://probe.org/the-case-for-a-creator/

universe began to exist, which he believed would be more
controversial. However, so much evidence has accumulated,
Craig explained, that atheists are finding it difficult to
deny that the universe had a beginning. So theyve begun to
attack the first premise instead.{3}

One such attack was presented in the April 2002 issue of
Discover magazine. In an article entitled Guths Grand Guess,
the author describes how quantum theory allows for thingsa
dog, a house, a planetto be materialized out of a quantum
vacuum. One professor is quoted as saying, Our universe 1is
simply one of those things which happens from time to time.{4}
Could such an audacious claim be valid?

Craig debunks this claim by making two very important points.
First, These subatomic particles the article talks about are
called virtual particles. They are theoretical entities and
its not even clear that they actually exist as opposed to
being merely theoretical constructs.{5} Secondly, however,
these particles, if they are real, do not come out of nothing.
The quantum vacuum is not what most people envision when they
think of a vacuum that is, absolutely nothing. On the
contrary, 1its a sea of fluctuating energy. This begs the
question, So where does this energy come from? It must have a
cause. So even quantum theory fails to explain the origin of
the universe without a Creator. Rather, as Craig explains, the
first cause of the universe is the transcendent personal
Creator{6} of the Bible which states that In the beginning God
created the heavens and the earth.

Anthropic Principle

What is called the anthropic principle essentially states that
all seemingly arbitrary and unrelated constants in physics
have one strange thing in common these are precisely the
values you need if you want to have a universe capable of
producing life.{7} To explore the particulars of this, Strobel



interviews Robin Collins, who has doctorates in both physics
and philosophy.

Collins, who has written several books on this subject, 1is
asked to describe one of his favorite examples. He proceeds to
illustrate the fine-tuned properties of gravity. He does so by
comparing the range of possible gravitational force strengths
with an old-fashioned linear radio dial that spans the entire
width of the known universe. He says,

Imagine that you want to move the dial from where 1its
currently set. Even if you were to move it by only one 1inch,
the impact on life in the universe would be catastrophic.

That small adjustment of the dial would increase gravity by a
billion-fold.

Animals anywhere near the size of human beings would be
crushed. . . . As astrophysicist Martin Rees said, In an
imaginary strong gravity world, even insects would need thick
legs to support them, and no animals could get much larger.
In fact, a planet with a gravitational pull of a thousand
times that of the Earth would have a diameter of only forty
feet, which wouldnt be enough to sustain an ecosystem.

As you can see, compared to the total range of force
strengths in nature, gravity has an incomprehensibly narrow
range of life to exist.{8}

Collins goes on to discuss several other constants which show
a remarkable degree of fine-tuning such as the mass difference
between neutrons and protons, electromagnetic forces, strong
nuclear forces, and the cosmological constant. In fact, one
expert has said that there are more than thirty separate
physical or cosmological parameters that require precise
calibration in order to produce a life-sustaining universe.{9}



It is this amazing degree of fine-tuning within physics which
Collins believes is by far the most persuasive current
argument of the existence of God.{l0} The deeper we dig,
Collins concludes, we see that God is more subtle and more
ingenious and more creative than we ever thought possible. And
I think that’s the way God created the universe for usto be
full of surprises.”{11}

Astronomy

It had been said for years that there’s nothing unusual about
Earth. It’s an average, unassuming rock that’s spinning
mindlessly around an unremarkable star in a run-of-the-mill
galaxya lonely speck in the great enveloping cosmic dark, as
the late Carl Sagan put it.{12} However, this is no longer
thought to be the case. Even secular scientists are talking
about the astounding convergence of numerous unexpected
“coincidences” that make intelligent life possible on Earth,
and in all likelihood, nowhere else in the universe.

In exploring these recent discoveries, Lee Strobel meets with
Dr. Guillermo Gonzalez and Dr. Jay Wesley Richards, coauthors
of the book The Privileged Planet. After hashing out a long
list of unique characteristics of our own galaxy, our sun, and
our planet, they then began to discuss another amazing
coincidence: a whole new dimension of evidence that suggests
this astounding world was created, in part, so we could have
the adventure of exploring it.{13}

One of the more interesting examples given is that of a solar
eclipse. Perfect solar eclipses have allowed scientists to do
things such as determine specific properties of stars and
confirm predictions associated with Einsteins theory of
relativity. Such things would be extremely difficult to
explore if it werent for total eclipses. However, such
eclipses are unique to Earth within our solar system. O0f the
nine planets and over sixty moons, only Earth provides the



optimal scenario for viewing an eclipse. This 1is possible
because our moon, which is 400 times smaller than our Sun,
happens to also be exactly 400 times closer. This allows for
just the right conditions for a perfect solar eclipse.

What intrigues Gonzalez is that the very time and place where
perfect solar eclipses appear in our universe also corresponds
to the one time and place where there are observers to see
them. {14} Richards adds, What is mysterious is that the same
conditions that give us a habitable planet also make our
location so wonderful for scientific measurement and
discovery. So we say there’s a correlation between
habitability and measurability.{15}

Indeed, this is exactly what we would expect if an all-loving,
all-powerful God created the universe not only to sustain man
but also, and most importantly, that man could find Him
through it.

Information

In 1871, Darwin suggested in a personal letter that life may
have originated spontaneously in some warm little pond, with
all sorts [of chemicals] present.{1l6} However, in his day the
immense complexity of living cells was virtually unknown.
Today thats not the case. Modern science has revealed that
cells are extremely complex and that this complexity 1is
governed by the information packed structures of DNA. This
raises the question, Where did this information come from?

To answer this question Strobel enlists the help of Dr.
Stephen Meyer, who has degrees in physics, geology, history,
and philosophy. During the course of their discussion, Meyer
elaborates on various explanations as to the origin of
information in the first living cell. After describing the
virtual impossibility of simple random chance over time
producing such information, and acknowledging the fact that



virtually all origin-of-life experts have utterly rejected
such an approach, {17} Strobel focuses Meyer in on a more
recent attempt at an explanation, that which at times has been
called biochemical predestination.

Meyer says the idea is that the development of life was
inevitable because the amino acids in proteins and the bases,
or letters, in the DNA alphabet had self-ordering capacities
that accounted for the origin of the information in these
molecules.{18} He then goes on to explain why this notion just
isnt true.

First, he notes that the kind of self-ordering we see 1in
nature, such as that in salt crystals, is repetitive; a
particular sequence 1is simply repeated over and over again. It
would be like handing a person an instruction book for how to
build an automobile, Meyer explains, but all the book said was
the-the-the-the-the. You couldnt hope to convey all the
necessary information with that one-word vocabulary.{19}

Secondly, and more importantly, he points out that science has
demonstrated the complete absence of any attraction between
the four letters of the DNA code themselves. So theres nothing
chemically that forces them into any particular sequence,
Meyer states. The sequencing has to come from outside the

system. {20}

For Strobel, as well as many scientists, the conclusion 1is
compelling: An intelligent entity has quite literally spelled
out evidence of His existence through the four chemical
letters in the genetic code. Its almost as if the Creator
autographed every cell.{21}

Consciousnhess

Webster defines consciousness as the quality or state of being
aware especially of something within oneself.{22} According to
Darwinists, the physical world is all there is. Consciousness,



therefore, is nothing more than a byproduct of the properties
of chemicals. As far back as 1871, evolutionists believed that
the mind is a function of matter, when that matter has
attained a certain degree of organization.{23} Is this really
true? Is the mind simply, as MITs Marvin Minsky put it, a
computer made of meat?{24} Or is the Bible correct in its
assertion that men and women are comprised of both material
and immaterial components?

To address this question, Strobel interviews Dr. J. P.
Moreland, who has degrees in chemistry and theology, and a
Ph.D. in philosophy. One of the most compelling arguments
presented by Moreland during this interview was the positive
experimental evidence that consciousness and the self are more
than simply a physical byproduct of the brain. For example,
Moreland said, neurosurgeon Wilder Penfield electrically
stimulated the brains of epilepsy patients and found he could
cause them to move their arms or legs, turn their heads or
eyes, talk, or swallow. Invariably the patient would respond
by saying, I didn’t do that. You did. According to Penfield,
the patient thinks of himself as having an existence separate
from his body. No matter how much Penfield probed the cerebral
cortex, he said, There is no place . . . where electrical
stimulation will cause a patient to [think]. Thats because
[thought] originates in the conscious self, not the brain.{25}

As Strobel notes in agreement, it is evidence like this which
has led one pair of scientists to conclude that physics,
neuroscience, and humanistic psychology all converge on the
same principle: mind is not reducible to matter. . . . The
vain expectation that matter might someday account for mind
is like the alchemist’s dream of producing gold from

lead. {26}

Conclusion

It is evidences like these, as well as the many others
presented by Lee Strobel, which has continued to persuade



scientists in every field of study that there must be a
Designer. Naturalistic explanations are not sufficient to
explain the beauty, complexity, and design that we observe
both around us and within us. Strobel, indeed, presents an
amazingly strong case for a Creator.
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“Evidence for God’s
Existence? I Think Not!”

I have just read your article on the existence of God. There
are SO many mistakes (and assumptions) you have made that I
don’t know where to begin:

A “Just Right” Universe?

Of course our planet is ‘just right’ to sustain life. If it
were not we would not be here! There are billions and billions
of galaxies, each galaxy has billions of stars, and each star
has many planets. So although the chances of life occurring
are slim, because there are so many opportunities for it to
occur, the chances are that it will almost definitely occur
somewhere.

The Nagging Itch of “Ought”

This is to do with moral values. Not Christian values, but
just plain humanitarian moral values. We know that in order to
survive, social chaos is a bad thing. We don’t need a
Supernatural all knowing God to tell us this. Common sense
tells us to do to others what you would like them to do to
you. Do you seriously believe that without God it is
impossible to make moral judgements in the interests of
mankind? Don’t forget that although we evolved from apes,
evolution itself is driven by natural selection, genes that
enable us to survive live, and those that don’t die. Obviously
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murdering, stealing, cheating etc, will increase the odds of
that happening to you. Therefore it is not in a species’
interests to have these characteristics, therefore they die
out. We have evolved moral values, they were not bestowed upon
us by some god!

Evidence of Design Implies a Designer

Have you not never heard of evolution? Evolution is the non-
random development of species through time, through random
mutations in its DNA. That means that if it mutates in a bad
way, the creature dies. If the mutation is beneficial to its
survival then it lives and passes it ‘new’ genes on to the
next generation. The process can take millions of years to
evolve simple self replicating molecules (which can and do
occur) into a diverse range of species. And hence give the
appearance of design.

The Reliability of the Bible
HA!

Reliable and Bible are not two words I use together in a
sentence very often! The Bible is full of holes and
contradictions, it is the most inconsistent book I have ever
read. If you don’t believe me have a look at the enclosed text
file!

Jesus: The Ultimate Evidence

Jesus? The only evidence that can be found to suggest that he
even existed. Is yes.. in the Bible! Which insistently was
written by unknown authors over 150 years after he
(supposedly) died. It was also written in a different language
than Jesus himself would have spoken!

Thank you for writing. You asked no questions, but only made
statements which show me that you have not done much research,
but you do have strong opinions. Therefore, I will not attempt



to answer your comments since I am sure your time 1is as
valuable as mine, and I doubt that you’'re interested 1in
anything that would contradict your opinions.

I did look at your list of contradictions, and they do not
trouble me at all since there is a rational explanation for
them. The majority of them are like the contradiction my
children experienced when my husband called me “Sue” and they
called me “Mommy."”

But thank you for writing.

In closing, you might want to consider Pascal’s wager: Either
Christianity is true or it’s false. If you bet that it’s true,
and you believe in God and submit to Him, then if it IS true,
you've gained God, heaven, and everything else. If it’s false,
you’'ve lost nothing, but you’ve had a good life marked by
peace and the illusion that ultimately, everything makes
sense. If you bet that Christianity is not true, and it’s
false, you’ve lost nothing. But if you bet that it’s false,
and it turns out to be true, you’ve lost everything and you
spend eternity in hell.

Quite a wager. . . and every one of us makes it, either
consciously or unconsciously.

So, , Since you haven’t checked into the things you
confidently assert are true (for example: your statement that
there is no extra-biblical evidence for the existence of
Jesus. Check out the historian Josephus), are you willing to

bet your life and your eternity that you're right?

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

Pascal’s wager? You are asking me to believe in God, just in
case he is real! If that has to be my reason, then I am not
really believing in him, am I? I look at the evidence, if it
convinces me then I will believe, if it does not, then I do



not believe. Going by Pascal’s wager I would have to then
subscribe to every earthly religion going, (just in case)
their god happens to be true, regardless of any evidence! This
of course is not feasible.

Asking me why I don’t believe in God is like being asked why I
don’'t believe that a giant invisible pink unicorn called Dodo
created the universe! While it is possible, I see no reason to
assume so.

Let me ask you a question:

I have done nothing wrong. I lead a good fulfilling life, I am
certainly not ‘evil’ just because I don’t hold a strong belief
in any god(s).

If you were god, as in creator of the universe and all life
etc, would you condemn me to burn in hell for all eternity
simply for not believing in you?

I have done nothing wrong.

By whose standards? Yours, or God’s? Even by yours, you're
telling me you have never lied, have never done anything that
fell short of your own standards of how people should treat
each other, have never done anything you needed to say “I'm
sorry” for?

If you were god, as in creator of the universe and all life
etc, would you

condemn me to burn in hell for all eternity simply for not
believing in you?

No, , YOU would be condemning yourself.

Look at it this way. You are an astronaut and you are doing a
spacewalk. You decide you don’t Llike NASA’s ridiculous
restrictions about wearing a bulky space suit and staying
tethered to the space shuttle, so you decide you’'re going to



be your own boss and not submit to them. You break the tether
and take off your space suit.

Is NASA condemning you to die from lack of oxygen and the
freezing cold of space? No. . .they are the source of life to
you out there in space. They’'re the ones keeping you alive as
long as you stay connected to their technology. YOU would be
condemning yourself to die.

God doesn’t condemn anyone to a hell separated from Him for
eternity. He did everything in His power to make it possible
for us to be reconciled to Him. But He does not override our
choices, and if you choose to cut yourself off from the only
source of life, then you are condemning yourself to eternal
death. It’s your choice, not God’s.

You may not want to believe in God, =, but that doesn’t
stop me from praying that He will reveal Himself to you in
such a personal and intimate way that you will know beyond a
shadow of a doubt that He is there and He loves you more than

you can imagine.
Sue

He did everything in His power to make it possible for us to
be reconciled to Him. But He does not override our choices,
and if you choose to cut yourself off from

the only source of life, then you are condemning yourself to
eternal death.

You are contradicting yourself. God, as you define him is all
powerful. Therefore nothing is beyond his ability! Right?

Therefore there is plenty that he could do (if he existed)
that would convince me of his existence. For example if he
appeared in a puff of smoke and perform a few miracles, etc. I
might just believe him. However, I am forced to rely on
evidence such as the Bible! Which to me 1is not very
convincing! On top of this, I am faced with another dilemma,



there are other religions, preaching their own beliefs, which
are all just as equally feasible as yours! This is why I
remain unconvinced!

You are contradicting yourself. God, as you define him 1is
all powerful.
Therefore nothing is beyond his ability! Right?

No, that’'s not true. God cannot contradict Himself. For
example, He cannot create a boulder so big He can’t move 1it.
He can’t create a round square. Those sorts of things are
logical contradictions. God is logical.

Therefore there is plenty that he could do (if he existed)
that would convince me of his existence. For example if he
appeared in a puff of smoke

and perform a few miracles, etc. I might just believe him.

You know what? You could come up with any number of hoops for
Him to jump through and still not believe. The problem isn’t
that the evidence isn’t good enough, . The problem is a

heart that refuses to accept the evidence that’s already been
given. You and Carl Sagan have a lot in common.

Even mentally disabled children can see the evidence of God’s
existence and believe in Him. The problem isn’t intellect;
it’s a heart issue.

However, I am forced to rely on evidence such as the Bible!
Which to me is not very convincing! On top of this, I am
faced with another dilemma, there are other religions,
preaching their own beliefs, which are all just as equally
feasible as yours! This is why I remain unconvinced!

Only on the surface. No other religions explain reality as
well as Christianity, but again, until you truly examine them
all with an unbiased eye, and not dismiss them unexamined, it
will remain a heart issue.



And that’s why I pray for you.
Your friend,

Sue
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