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Paul says, "I know whom I have believed" (2 Timothy 1:12). I don't just 
believe; I also have knowledge. God wants all people to be saved and come 
to the knowledge of the truth.

Jesus has, among other things, knowledge—the best knowledge available 
about the most important questions. Jesus has an account of how things are, 
how life works, what human nature is, what is good; he knows about life, 
death, and hope. His account of reality is to this day unrivaled in its brilliance 
and in its comprehension of reality and truth.

Probably nobody in this room knows less about cars than I do. When I go to 
the auto mechanic, the number one thing I want is knowledge. I want 
somebody who knows how a car works and how to fix a broken one. I want 
knowledge. I don't want opinions, I don't want beliefs, I don't want 
preferences. I want somebody who knows what's going on, because when 
you know what's going on, you're able to deal with reality. That is the value 
of knowledge.

If something is wrong with my head, I go to a brain surgeon. I don't want a 
brain surgeon who will say, "You know, we all have our ideas about what is 
inside people's skulls, but no one idea is better than any other idea. The 
notion that there is truth about what is inside somebody's skull is a clever 
ploy by the American Medical Association to gain power over a gullible 



public. My ideas are no better than anyone else's ideas, but I'll crack open 
your skull and root around in there for a while." When it's time for someone 
to open my head up with a knife and do surgery, I want a brain surgeon who 
knows the truth about what is going on.

We all understand this. When you go to an accountant, when you hire a 
coach, if you're looking for a plumber, you want somebody who has 
knowledge. Belief is just a feeling of certitude you have about something, but 
knowledge is what enables you to deal successfully with reality. Therefore, 
when we're dealing with something that really matters in life, we value and 
love knowledge.

Dallas Willard:  The value of knowledge is that it enables you to 
deal effectively with reality. That is the value of having 
knowledge. That is true whether you're flying airplanes, or 
operating on brains, or whatever it may be. You want more 
than just faith, because you can believe stuff and still be 
wrong. That is where knowledge comes in. It's so important for 
the Church to reclaim knowledge in our day. One of the 
greatest issues facing the Church today is whether or not we 
have true knowledge, not just belief.

When you know something, you're able to represent it as it is 
on an appropriate basis of thought and experience.

And you count on knowledge. You wouldn't take your 
automobile to a shop that had a sign out front that read, "We're 
lucky at making repairs." You want people to know what 
they're doing. That is, you want them to be able to represent 
your car as it is on an appropriate basis of thought and 
experience. That is how life runs.

Now, of course, once you get out of the shadow of academic 
skepticism, you realize you know all kinds of things, and there 
are all kinds of proverbs by which you live. For instance, "a 
stitch in time saves nine." (Meaning – Deal with the small tear 
with one stitch now, so that you don’t have deal with a larger 
tear later with as many as nine stitches)



You know that that proverb is true, and that is why you act on 
the basis of it if you're in good shape and responsible. We have 
all sorts of true proverbs, and we know them to be true, and we 
guide our lives in terms of them.

How does someone go about coming to knowledge that there is a God?

This varies from one individual to another. It depends on where they are. One 
of the things I will often ask a person who I sense to be sincere is, "Would 
you like for there to be a God? And what kind of God would you like for 
there to be?" That is the first step. Many folks really are not ready to say yes 
to that, because they intuitively sense that if there is a God that means I'm not 
first, and I'm probably responsible for a lot of things that I don't particularly 
want to be responsible for.

In other words, you're saying if somebody wants very much for there not 
to be a God, probably no evidence or arguments would be able to 
convince them that there is one.

That's right, because in all areas of knowledge, you have to seekknowledge. 
Knowledge does not jump down your throat. We're used to that in our 
ordinary areas, aren't we? If you want to be a medical doctor or a 
mathematician or a historian, you know that you have to seek knowledge. 
And the same thing is true of God. Some people sort of have the idea that if 
there were a God, they would suddenly hear a great, big, deep voice. If 
someone who resisted knowledge of God heard a voice like that, they would 
head for the psychiatrist. So the knowledge of God is something you have to 
seek.

So, you would say that first we each need to come to grips with whether 
or not we want there to be a God, and then we must become a seeker of 
the knowledge of God.

That's right. And you know, those of us who are Christians need to deal with 
that question too, because as I've heard you say, for example, the real issue is 
not just about whether we will get into heaven, but whether we will like it if 



we get there. After all, if we don't really like God, we're not going to be able 
to avoid him when we get to heaven. He is going to be the big deal.

Once you have a start on that, you can begin to talk about evidence, both 
biblical evidence and non-biblical. The primary evidence for God's existence 
is the existence of the physical world; when you begin to look at the physical 
world, you realize it didn't just pop out of nothing.

Psalm 19:1 says, "The heavens declare the glory of God." The heavens are 
primary evidence. Paul revised that in Romans 1:20: "For since the creation 
of the world God's invisible qualities—his eternal power and divine nature—
have been clearly seen, being understood from what has been made, so that 
men are without excuse."

Science serves a wonderful purpose. That is a part of how God made the 
world, and I personally think that there will be science and technology in 
heaven. Science will bring you only so far, but at the end of your search for 
origin and cause, you will have to come to a conclusion.  A belief. 

A Christian will want to go back and read the first of the Ten 
Commandments, because what we are actually doing if we hold the scientific 
method as a standard above all else, is putting something in the place of God.

Method is always tied to subject matter, and in dealing with life and with 
reality in general, there is no such thing as a scientific method. What there 
can be is careful thinking, learning, and putting things together in logical 
ways in order to come to knowledge in these areas.

Introduction

We've been in a series called "Can Smart People Believe in God?" 
Last week we had Dallas Willard with us to answer some tough 
questions, and I want to start with a comment he made in one 
service about how getting life right is surprisingly uncorrelated with 
having a high IQ. Dallas asked the question, "Did you ever notice 
that sometimes smart people do dumb things?"



That's kind of the human condition. You can just look around you to 
see really smart people doing really dumb things. So here's what I 
want to do as we bring this series to a close. In this message I want 
to talk about reasons why faith in God makes more sense than the 
alternative. Now I don't think these are airtight proofs for the 
existence of God, but the question isn't really, "Can you prove God 
beyond any shadow of a doubt?" but rather, "Does believing in God, 
faith, and trust make more sense than basing your life on the 
alternative that there is no God out there?"

I want to run through what you might think of as clues that point to 
God, but more importantly, I want to get to the best reason for 
believing in God, because the best reason is not reserved for people 
with really high IQ levels. It's as close as your heart. We'll start with 
this: What are some indicators that point toward God?

Indicator 1: The universe exists.

The first indicator is put in the form of a question: How did the 
universe get started? Why is there something rather than nothing? 
Now arguably the single most important discovery of the last 
century is this: that the universe had a beginning. It's popularly 
known as the Big Bang. In previous centuries—19th century and 
earlier—the vast majority of scientists did not believe that the 
universe had a beginning. There was actually, in fact, a great deal 
of resistance to the notion of the Big Bang. The general scientific 
understanding was that matter—the physical universe—had always 
existed.

There is a fascinating little book called The First Three 
Minutes that's about the very beginning of our universe. It's hard 
for me to wrap my arms around the idea, but physicists tell us that 
in the beginning all of the matter of the universe was compressed 
into a point of infinite density—what is spoken of as the singularity. 
Imagine the entire universe, I mean everythingthat is out there, 
existing as one tiny point, smaller than an atom. Then the universe 
had a beginning. It was not, and then it was.

Now here's why that idea points to something like God. It's a very 
simple argument, actually. Everything that has a beginning has a 



cause. Nothing just magically pops into being: cell phones, a new 
tree in the backyard—every object or event. That's a proof of God 
right there, isn't it? Everything that has a beginning has a cause. 
The universe had a beginning; therefore, something caused the 
universe.

Now think about the alternative. The alternative is that something 
can come from nothing. Again, the idea of nothing is very hard for 
us to grasp. Nothing would mean complete, blank emptiness. Try to 
imagine this for a moment: no space, no time, no matter, no 
energy, not even a void because a void connotes boundaries. 
Nothing. Then with no explanation, no cause, the universe pops into 
being. This could not work; you cannot get from nothing to 
something.

If you want to be an atheist, the existence of the Big Bang is what 
might be thought of as an inconvenient truth, for in that case, the 
physical universe must have been produced by something not 
physical. The existence of the universe itself points to the existence 
of something beyond the universe, something that does not depend 
on anything else for its existence, something of immense power, 
something that has a quality like what we think of as mind.

This is exactly what Paul was writing about 2,000 years ago to the 
Church at Rome when he said, "For since the creation of the world, 
God's invisible qualities, his eternal power and divine nature 
[something capable of existing apart from depending on anything 
else], have been clearly seen, being understood from what has been 
made" (Romans 1:20). So the existence of the universe is a reason 
for believing, but it's not the best one.

Indicator 2: The universe is fine-tuned to support life.

The second clue that points to the existence of a God is what a 
pastor named Tim Keller calls "The Cosmic Welcome Mat." Now The 
Cosmic Welcome Mat refers to an oddity about our universe that 
physicists, secular or religious, have come to call the anthropic 
principle. It's from the Greek word anthropos, which means man or 
human being. The universe seems to be fine-tuned to be the kind of 
place that can support life. It wouldn't have to be that way, but it is.



There are a striking number of conditions or contingencies in biology 
and physics that would have to be just right for life to arise from the 
universe. It turns out those conditions are just right. For example, 
the proportion of the mass of a neutron of hydrogen that's 
converted to energy during nuclear fusion is 0.007. If it were 0.006, 
the whole universe would be hydrogen, and there would be no life. 
If it were 0.008, there would be no hydrogen and therefore no life. 
The proportions that are are exactly what is required to produce life.

Water has a unique property. As water gets colder, it contracts until 
it freezes, and then it reverses course and expands. If it did not 
have this very strange property, oceans and lakes would freeze 
from the bottom up. They would freeze solid which would make 
aquatic life, and therefore life in general, impossible.

So this anthropic principle is an overarching name for the fact that 
there are dozens of variables—the strength of gravity, properties of 
carbon, the exact rate of the expansion of the Big Bang, and on and 
on—in the universe, in our planet, in biology that would have to be 
exactly fine-tuned for life to exist, and it turns out they are exactly 
fine-tuned. The precise orbit of the earth, its distance from the sun, 
the existence of a moon that keeps the earth tilted on its axis at 
23.5 degrees makes a climate that can sustain life. In fact, 
physicists say that we live in the Goldilocks Zone. Not too hot, not 
too cold, just right.

When Copernicus demonstrated that the earth revolves around the 
sun rather than vice versa, a number of people said in subsequent 
centuries, "Well the human race will just have to recognize that 
everything doesn't revolve around us. We're accidents in a huge 
universe." But instead, particularly in recent decades, we have 
discovered, in ways that previous centuries could not have 
imagined, that the universe looks strangely like it was designed 
precisely so that we could exist. A physicist by the name of Freeman 
Dyson said, "It's as if the universe saw us coming." So the anthropic 
principle is a reason for believing, but it's not the best reason.

Indicator 3: We have a hunger for meaning.



Another clue that points to the existence of God is our longing—our 
human hunger for meaning and worth. In the history of the church, 
birth is marked by christenings or baptisms or dedications.As far as 
I know, there are no atheist ceremonies to mark the arrival of a 
human life. Why is that? It made me wonder, What would get said 
to a little baby on such an occasion? "Little baby, you're a little blob 
of carbon, a random collection of molecules on a insignificant speck 
of a planet revolving around a minor league star that will soon burn 
itself out and destroy all known life forms. Long before that, you 
personally will have rotted and decayed and your momentary 
existence will be eternally unremembered and without meaning or 
significance. Have a good life." Hard to picture that catching on, 
isn't it?

A Yale professor by the name of Nicholas Wolterstorff has written a 
fabulous book about justice in the last couple of years. He raises 
this question: Why do human beings have dignity, worth, and 
rights? His book is really an attempt to found justice on the notion 
of human rights, which he believes are very important. In that 
attempt he poses this question: If children are beaten, if woman are 
marginalized, we all have the sense that that's wrong. Why?

It turns out that secularism has a very hard time establishing a 
foundation for human worth and rights. That's not to say that 
secular philosophers don't value human rights, because they 
certainly do, but it's hard to find something to ground them in. If 
you ground them in certain human capacities or abilities, then when 
those abilities diminish, to that same extent, those rights would 
diminish. But we have this sense that all human beings—whatever 
their IQ, whatever their capacities—have worth and rights. There is 
simply not a better foundation for this reality than that human 
beings are valuable to a Creator who made them and loves them; 
therefore, we are to value all people as well.

Over time, out of that notion, there grew an explosion of valuing 
human rights that has become so woven into our world today that 
we forget it has not always been apparent. There are these 
documents that say things like, "We hold these truths to be self-
evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by 



their Creator with certain inalienable rights …." Those are not just 
pretty words. They're not just political rhetoric that has carried on. 
Those are very serious ideas that human beings spent a lot of time 
thinking about and examining the implications of.

This fact that we hunger for meaning—for worth—does not prove 
that meaning exists. But we have a hunger for food. It would be a 
very strange world if no such thing as food existed. We have a thirst 
for water. It would be a very strange world if no such thing as water 
existed. We have an appetite for sex. It would be a very strange 
universe if no such thing as sexual activity existed. We have a 
hunger for meaning. It strikes me that it would be strange to have a 
hunger for meaning in a meaningless universe. So a hunger for 
meaning is a reason to believe, but it's not the best reason.

Indicator 4: We believe there is a moral standard.

Another indicator that points toward God is what might be called the 
argument for arguing. How many people here have ever been in an 
argument? Nancy and I sometimes argue about division of labor 
issues. The usual situation is that Nancy feels I do too much around 
the house, and she's concerned for my health and rest, so she'll 
jump in and that just leads to battling.

C.S. Lewis wrote wonderfully about arguing in his book Mere 
Christianity. When people are arguing, you almost never here them 
say, "Do what I want because I'm stronger and I can make you do 
it." When we argue we actually say things like, "But it's not fair. But 
it's not right. But it's not just." In other words, when we argue we 
betray the truth that we believe there is a moral standard, and it 
exists quite independently of our own preferences. We all exhibit 
this.

Now I know somebody might well claim to believe in relativism—
that value is really just a matter of personal preference—but I'll 
guarantee you, if you attack one of their values, if you say, "I think 
prejudice is okay; I think racism is a good idea; I think exploiting 
children is fine," you will see that they don't think those are just 
personal preferences. They believe those things are morally wrong, 
independent of how anybody might happen to feel about them. 



Everybody knows there are transcendent moral realities. Now of 
course we are finite in our capacity to understand transcendent 
moral realities, but they exist independently of our personal 
preferences.

The apostle Paul wrote about this a long time ago. Paul says, "The 
requirements of the law …" that is, the right or wrong that God has 
woven into existence, " … are written on their hearts …" (he is 
speaking about humanity in general—you and me), " … their 
consciences also bearing witness, and their thoughts now accusing, 
now even defending them" (Romans 2:15). These are very central 
dynamics to the human condition. The fact that our knowing right 
and wrong is baked into our universe is a very powerful reason for 
believing in God, but it is not the best reason.

Indicator 5: The explosion of the early church

Another clue that points to God is what we might call the second Big 
Bang: the explosion of the early church in the first century. The 
primary reality we all live with is that one day we are each going to 
die. And the human race has always understood that dead people 
tend to remain dead.

So how do you account for the explosion of the early church? There 
were many messianic movements in Israel around Jesus' time. In 
every case, the would-be messiahs were executed by Rome, and 
that was the end of the movement. Yet as a matter of historical 
reality, a massive community of a radically different nature springs 
up virtually overnight. How do you account for that? How did a 
group of deeply monotheistic Jews come to worship a human being 
as divine virtually overnight? How did Christianity explode so rapidly 
with such power as to overtake the Roman Empire in such a short 
period of time?

Virtually all the disciples and early leaders in the early church died 
for their faith that Jesus was the Messiah, and that he rose from the 
dead. The French thinker Pascal wrote, "I tend to believe those 
witnesses who get their throats cut." People simply do not die for 
what they know to be a lie. They might try to profit from a lie. They 



don't sacrifice their lives for it. So the explosion of the early church 
is a powerful reason to believe in God, but it's not the best reason.

Indicator 6 (the best indicator): Jesus shines through into our 
world.

The best reason to believe in God's existence—the main reason—is 
not an argument; it's a Person. I don't have a better way of putting 
it than this: Jesus comes shining through in strange places and 
unexpected ways. Through our inadequacy, Jesus comes shining 
through.

I know a sick old woman who has spent 20 years alone in a nursing 
home. She should be bitter and miserable. Instead, she glows with 
joy of another kind, and when asked of what she thinks about all 
day long, she replies, "I think about my Jesus. He's been awfully 
good to me, you know."

A very bright, wealthy, attractive young man loses everything and 
winds up incarcerated in San Quentin, and there in a prison cell, 
through a bunch of prisoners with life sentences, Jesus comes 
shining through, and this man finds a life that he never knew when 
he was in the penthouse.

A lawyer whose secret alcoholism finally becomes unmanageable 
and robs him of his career and possessions finds that Jesus, in the 
dingy basement of a rehab center in a circle of drunks, comes 
shining through.

It happened one day to a murderous, self-righteous Pharisee named 
Saul; to a scandalized, isolated tax collector named Zacchaeus; to a 
humiliated lawyer named Charles Colson; to a humble, little activist 
named Mother Teresa; to a little boy named Dallas Willard, who lost 
his mother when he was two years old; to a janitor with Tourette 
syndrome named Carman. Jesus comes shining through. In places 
of enormous human despair, gloom, and loneliness, through the 
unmatched beauty of Jesus' life, through the unrivaled brilliance of
his teaching, the Man on the Cross calls out for us to join him once 
more. The Man of Sorrows meets people in their tears in ways no 
one else can. In the strangest places and most unexpected ways, 



the best reason to believe in God has a face and a name. Jesus 
comes shining through.

Encountering Jesus

How do you explain the impact of Jesus' life on this world? Who else 
in history holds a place like him? What is it about this Man's life? No 
one group, church, denomination, or tradition can contain him. 
Willard says, "He is in his people but not boxed in by his people." 
That's good news. Sometimes he comes through Christianity; 
sometimes he comes in spite of Christianity.

In 1930 on an island in the Philippines, a missionary named Frank 
Laubach climbed to the top of Signal Hill. His spirit was crushed 
because he was disappointed at how his life was turning out. His 
career was a failure—he had wanted more than anything else to be 
president of a college but lost the position by one vote; three of his 
children had died of malaria, and so his wife and one remaining 
child lived 900 miles away; the people in the Philippines he was 
trying to help were rejecting him.

In despair, he sat on top of Signal Hill and tried to talk to God. The 
strangest thing happened in that place: Jesus came shining 
through. Frank had been a Christian—he was a missionary for crying 
out loud—but he had not known Jesus. On Signal Hill, Jesus came 
shining through, and this man came to understand that a living 
Person was inviting him to speak and listen and abandon and 
surrender and trust and live with Jesus each moment of his life.

For the next 40 years, Frank made his life an experiment in that 
way of living. This partnership with Jesus made him a blessing to 
the world. He became a leader of the World Literacy Movement. He 
became an advisor to U.S. presidents and helped shape U.S. foreign 
policy after World War II.

Here are some of Frank's own words:

The most wonderful discovery that has ever come to me is that I do 
not have to wait until some future time for this glorious hour. I do 
not need to wait for any grace. This hour can be heaven. Any hour 



for anybody can be rich as God. For do you not see that God is 
trying experiments with human lives? That's why there are so many 
of them …. And his question is, "How far will this man and that 
woman allow me to carry this hour?"

When we think of Christians, we often think of a religion or a 
subculture or organizations or certain beliefs, but knowing Jesus is 
entering into the reality of an interactive relationship with a living 
God. Anyone can have this. You don't have to be brilliant, in fact, 
having an actual relationship with Jesus begins with humbling 
yourself. This is what God said through the prophet Isaiah: "But this 
is the One to whom I will look, to the humble and contrite in spirit 
who trembles at my Word" (Isaiah 62:2).

I believe in God because creation's beginning cannot be explained in any 
other way, but I don't believe Jesus is God. Does that belief matter, and 
what reason or proof is there that Jesus is God?

It really does matter. It isn't that God has a list of things that you're supposed 
to believe, and if you don't check those off, you're not in. But it makes a huge 
difference to your life whether or not you think Jesus was the divine Son of 
God.

God looks at our hearts. What we believe makes a huge difference to our 
hearts. But it isn't that we become righteous by having the correct beliefs. We 
become righteous by trusting God and living from him. Now, I believe the 
best way to do that is to learn about Christ and to put your confidence in him. 
That way you have the presence of God in a much more accessible form.

So I would start anyone on Christ. I'd say, "Well, okay, you don't believe 
Jesus is God, and I understand that there are a lot of reasons why you 
wouldn't possibly say that in your culture, but in Islam there is a very high 
regard for Jesus." So, I would start there with this person and say, "Follow up 
on that. Get to know not just what is said in your religion about Jesus, but do 
your best to find out what he has actually done, who he actually is, and most 
importantly, what he is doing now." I like to define salvation as participating 
in the life that God is now living on earth.



So really, anybody who is sincerely searching can take a next step 
towards God.

That is what I would encourage anyone to do. But in dealing with an 
individual, of course, you want to listen carefully to where they are and try to 
know how you can help them best. But the general advice I would give to 
anyone is, "Get to know Christ as best you can. Don't lay down a lot of 
conditions beforehand; let him validate himself to you. And if he doesn't, 
then that is the end of the story." We don't have anything better to offer than 
that.

Some believe that no one knows the truth about God and about life after 
death, so they just put those ideas in a bucket called doubt and leave 
them there.

Yeah, those become dogmatic doubts. If you're going to be a doubter, be sure 
to doubt your doubts as well as your beliefs. We're taught in our culture to 
think that a person who doubts is essentially smarter than a person who 
believes, but you can be as dumb as a cabbage and still ask "Why?"

Believe your beliefs and doubt your doubts, as well as doubt your beliefs and 
believe your doubts. Knowledge grows by not only doubting your beliefs and 
believing your doubts, but by doubting your doubts and believing your 
beliefs. That involves conversations with others, listening, inquiry of various 
kinds, going to hear a good preacher preach, reading a book on atheism by 
Dawkins or someone else.

Conclusion

Humbling yourself doesn't mean thinking you're not worth anything; 
it doesn't mean hating your existence. It means recognizing that 
you are broken. I am broken. It means repenting of sin and turning 
to pursue the life God wants for you. Through Jesus' matchless life 
and his brilliant teaching, through his death on the cross and his 
resurrection, Jesus comes shining through and you can know him. 
Even if you're really smart, you can know him.



The Christian vision of the world, however, is not some rational deduction 
from empirical experience, but is a moral and spiritual aptitude—or, rather, a 
moral and spiritual labor. The Christian eye sees (or should see) a deeper 
truth in the world than mere "nature," and it is a truth that gives rise not to 
optimism but to joy.

He continues:

[T]he Christian should see two realities at once, one world (as it were) within 
another: one the world as we all know it, in all its beauty and terror, grandeur 
and dreariness, delight and anguish; and the other the world in its first and 
ultimate truth, not simply "nature" but "creation," an endless sea of glory, 
radiant with the beauty of God in every part, innocent of all violence. To see 
in this way is to rejoice and mourn at once, to regard the world as a mirror of 
infinite beauty, but as glimpsed through the veil of death; it is to see creation 
in chains, but beautiful as in the beginning of days.
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"Then you mean that an egg existed without having come from a hen?" 
The young man looked puzzled and then said "You’re getting me confused." 10/4/2017 
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She smiled and then replied: "Young man, since you cannot explain the existence of even an 
egg without God, can you really expect me to believe that you can explain the existence of the 
whole world without Him." (Allen Webster, “The Day The Atheist Sat Next To The Preacher”) 
Paul wrote the Christians at Rome: “(God’s) invisible attributes, namely, his eternal power and 
divine nature have been clearly perceived, ever since the creation of the world, in the things 
that have been made. So (unrighteous men) are without excuse.” Romans 1:20 
In other words: even unrighteous people should know there is a God because God is revealed in 
the things He has made. Psalm 19:1 says it this way “The heavens declare the glory of God, and 
the sky above proclaims his handiwork.” The Bible is unapologetic in declaring that our world 
has been designed, and that there is an “Intelligent Designer” (God) who made it all. 
(PAUSE) This sermon series is called “Contending for the Faith” and as we’ve said in each 
sermon before this one: We don’t have to APOLOGIZE for our faith. We don’t need to rally to 
God’s defense. Our God is bigger than we are – and He doesn’t really need our help. But in spite 
of that, God calls us to contend for the faith…” (Jude 3) 
In Romans Paul tells us one of the reasons WHY we don’t rally to God’s defense: it’s pretty 
obvious that there is a God who is up there… and He’s fairly intimidating. He has eternal power 



and a divine nature, and even unrighteous men who, (though they may not want to admit to 
you) suspect in their heart of hearts that there is a God and that will come a time of judgment. 
Now, there are certain scientists who have begun to rally around this idea. They call their view 
of how the world has been formed “Intelligent Design (or ID), for they believe that it is obvious 
that there is an intelligent designer of this world. 
Now the difference between these scientists and myself is where we start from: 
• I’m a preacher. I believe that there’s an intelligent designer of the world because I believe in 
God’s Word (the Bible) – and that’s where I start. I believe God created the world in six days 
because that's what the Bible says and I really don't need the confirmation of science to accept 
that. 
• But now, these scientists (while they may believe in the Bible) don’t start there. They start 
with science – with what they can observe in nature. And these folks are convinced that science 
points to an Intelligent Designer as the creator of the world. 
In his book on Albert Einstein, author Walter Isaacson told of a dinner party in Berlin that 
Einstein had attended. Everybody there apparently assumed Einstein was an atheist, but when 
someone made mention of that… he said, “No, I have a deep feeling of faith, a deep religiosity 
that comes from my appreciation of the way the Lord made the universe”, and everybody was 
stunned. He said he was like a child walking into a library, and you see the books and you know 
somebody must have written them, and you see them ordered and you know somebody must 
have ordered them, and there’s a sense of awe that’s manifest in that where you kind of 
understand that there’s an order underlying everything and the more you appreciate it, the 
more humble you become in the fact of it. 10/4/2017 Intelligent Design 
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The author of this book continued: “In some ways, (Einstein’s) belief in God, that God had 
created an orderly universe, informed his science. He believed that underlying everything, there 
are laws.” 
Einstein (one of the greatest scientists who ever lived) believed in an Intelligent Design a 
universe where there were laws laid down by the person put everything in order. And that belie
f shaped Einstein’s approach to science. 
ILLUS: Back in 2005, CBS News/NYT conducted a Poll of 885 people in the US. They found that 
• 55 percent of the general public were creationists (God created the world in 6 days) 
• 32 percent were theistic evolutionists (God created the world thru evolution) 
• And that only 13 percent were orthodox Darwinists 
In other words, 87% of this sample believed God created the world. 
Now why would so many people in America believe that? Because “(God’s) invisible attributes, 
namely, his eternal power and divine nature, have been clearly perceived, ever since the 
creation of the world, in the things that have been made. So (unrighteous men) are without 
excuse.” 
This points to a conflict between Scripture and those in the scientific community who are 
evolutionists. Now, before we go too far we need to acknowledge that there are two different 
things that are referred to as evolution here: “MICROevolution” and MACROevolution. MICRO
evolution is something everybody agrees on (it's even referred to in Scripture). Microevolution 
is the proven science that there are many different kinds of birds, and dogs and cats 
and other kinds of animals. Folks who work with cattle and sheep and other kinds of domestic 



animals have been doing this kind of things for centuries it's called "breeding". And we observe 
this in nature as well there are various kinds of dogs and birds and cats, but they’re all dogs 
and birds and cats. That’s what they’ve always been and that’s what they always will be. This is 
called "microevolution". However, there’s another kind of evolution called “MACRO
evolution”. Macroevolution teaches 
that life began millions and millions of years ago. It started with inert matter (like dirt, or mud 
or stone) that somehow was acted upon by an outside force such an electrical and/or chemical 
phenomena. And this outside force helped create the first forms of life on the planet. 
Someone once called this event the “primordial soup” where chemicals and matter interacted t
o create life. Over time (according to this theory) these simple life forms got together to form a 
committee and started creating more and more complex life forms (we showed a simple 
evolutionary tree at this point) that eventually became plant and animal life. And as these life 
forms became more and more complex this process ultimately led to advanced animals and 
birds... and eventually to humans like you and me. 
One person described the theory this way: “From Goo To You By Way Of The Zoo.” 
ILLUS: To better understand how evolutionists visualize this process, imagine the humble Lego 
block. How many of you have ever played with Legos? This is a marvelous little toy that allows 
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children to build all kinds of things. Personally when I have "played" with these blocks I’ve been 
satisfied to just build a wall of Legos. But I’ve seen pictures that has shown people having built 
intricate spacecraft and battleships and huge replicas of famous buildings. All these beautiful 
things were created using a “simple” block of plastic. But those simple blocks of plastic were 
turned into marvelous works of art. That’s roughly how evolutionists view the beginnings of life 
and the establishment of more and more complexity of life forms over millions and millions of 
years. Simple life forms (the Legos of life) interacted and built upon one another until they 
became a biological work of art. 
Now despite the fact that many scientists believe evolution is a FACT, it’s still just a theory. But 
why is it still just a theory? Well, in order for a theory to become a scientific fact it must pass 
one of 2 tests: 1st – the theory must be able to be provably observed in nature, Or second – it 
must be something that can be reproduced in the laboratory. 
The theory of Evolution fails both of those tests. If you say, "I can’t observe the evolution of 
birds or dogs into another life form", the evolutionist will say “Of course you can’t… that takes 
millions of years.” In that answer they admit their conclusions are not observable in the wild. So 
then you might ask: "Have you been able to do this in the laboratory, or have you at least been 
able to make life from nonlife in the lab?” And the answer to that will again be “No.” 
ILLUS: This is such a hard and fast rule in Science (that a scientific "fact" must be able to be 
reproduced in the laboratory) that two scientists in the 1980s were roundly ridiculed for saying 
they had developed a source of clean and efficient energy known as “cold fusion”. Cold fusion 
has been something of a holy grail for scientists for decades, but had always proved an elusive 
dream. But these 2 scientists said they had done it. They had created cold fusion in the 
laboratory. Then came the problems: no other scientist was ever able to reproduce the 
marvelous results those first scientists had claimed. It was concluded that the 2 original
scientists had fudged a little on their research information and were roundly condemned by the 



scientific community. Why? Because (like evolution) their conclusions were not reproducible in 
the laboratory. (https://partners.nytimes.com/library/national/science/050399scicold
fusion.html) 
Those who believe in Evolution will tell you they KNOW how things have evolved, and yet they 
haven’t really proved anything except to establish that they have very active imaginations. 
ILLUS: A heckler once mocked a Christian speaker by shouting out: “I could make a better 
universe than your God!" The speaker smiled and said "I won’t ask you to make a universe. But 
could you just make a rabbit—just to establish confidence?" (PAUSE) 
Evolutionists pretty much despise Scientists who hold to the concept of “Intelligent Design (ID).
” But these ID scientists who believe in design challenge evolutionists on at least 2 fronts: 
First they note that no one has EVER found any true transitional fossils. For over 100 years, 
archeological digs have produced numerous fossils but despite the evolutionary claim that one 
species of plant or animal has transitioned into another form of plant or animal remains 
unproven. 10/4/2017 Intelligent Design 
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2nd – they’ve challenged evolutionists on the concept of “Irreducible Complexity”. Now, you 
might ask: “Jeff, what is irreducible complexity? (Glad you asked) 
Evolution is based on the concept that simple forms of life got together to form more complex 
life and these simple life forms did this by mutations and adaptation to environment. The more 
complex the life form, the more mutations and adaptations needed to take place. Essentially, 
one simple thing added to itself to another until (voila) you have a complex life form. 
Evolutionists believe this is how things “evolved, even though they’ve never actually seen it 
happen. nor reproduced it in the laboratory. 
But “ID” scientists point out that most living things of this world are just way too complex to 
have developed step by step. There would be no way the transitions would succeed because th
e complexity of the organism would never survive without the variations that make it live. 
Some people have used the humble mousetrap to explain this problem (We put an illustration o
f 
a mousetrap on the overhead that showed the parts that make it function). This mousetrap has 
5 interdependent parts which allow it to catch mice: the wooden platform, the spring, the 
hammer (the bar which crushes the mouse), the holding bar, and a catch. Each of those pieces 
is absolutely essential for the mousetrap to function. If you remove the catch, you cannot set 
the trap and you will never catch mice. Remove the spring, and the hammer will flop uselessly 
back and forth. And so on. This is what is called an “irreducibly complex system”. It cannot be 
put together in gradual manner. You can’t simply start with a wooden platform and catch a few 
mice, then add a spring, catch a few more mice then add the holding bar etc. Everything has to 
be in place or it doesn’t function AT ALL. A stepbystep approach to constructing a mousetrap 
would give a useless system. All the parts have to be present and functional… or it just won’t 
work. 
In nature, the most obvious irreducibly complex system is your eye. In fact, Darwin (when he 
developed his theory of evolution) acknowledged that the eye was the most daunting question 
mark challenging his theory. 
Psalm 94:9 says “Does (God) who formed the eye not see?” In other words – the eye is the 
direct result of the creative majesty of God. The eye is an incredibly complex and mysterious 



creation. Your eye covers an area of less than 1 square inch, and yet contains 137,000,000 light 
sensitive cells. And your eye works by the interaction of rods, cones, nerve endings, the optic 
nerve, the retina etc. None of this can work by itself. Every part is necessary to be present and 
functional, or you simply would be unable to see. It is "irreducibly complex". 
ILLUS: This is so hard to believe a young woman was in a science class where they were 
discussing the evolution of man. As they considered how each part of the human body might 
have evolved, they eventually discussed the eye. This took a up a great deal of the class time 
because the eye was so complicated that it was difficult to explain its evolving in a simplistic 
fashion. 
One of the students (who was not a Christian) said that it seemed to her that perhaps Evolution 
might not be the best way of explaining this phenomenon. The teacher became irritated and 
responded: "Young lady, we're not here to talk about God!" 10/4/2017 Intelligent Design 
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It annoys Evolutionists to have to accept the idea that there is an Intelligent Designer. And 
Romans tells us why: 
“(God’s) invisible attributes, namely, his eternal power and divine nature, have been clearly 
perceived, ever since the creation of the world, in the things that have been made. So they are 
without excuse. For although they knew God, they did not honor him as God or give thanks to 
him, but they became futile in their thinking, and their foolish hearts were darkened. Claiming t
o 
be wise, they became fools and exchanged the glory of the immortal God for images resembling 
mortal man and birds and animals and reptiles.” Romans 1:2023 
One of the driving forces behind evolution is the rejection of God. Not all evolutionists are drive
n 
by that aversion to God, but many are. Why? Because evolution is the ONLY alternative to God 
being the creator of the universe. 
And once you reject God as the creator… then all kinds of strange uncomfortable things can tak
e place. Romans 1:26
32 “their women exchanged natural relations for those that are contrary to 
nature; and the men likewise gave up natural relations with women and were consumed with 
passion for one another, men committing shameless acts with men and receiving in themselves 
the due penalty for their error.” (Lesbianism/ Homosexuality/ Transgenderism), 
And since they did not see fit to acknowledge God, God gave them up to a debased mind to do 
what ought not to be done. They were filled with all manner of unrighteousness, evil, 
covetousness, malice. They are full of envy, murder, strife, deceit, maliciousness. They are 
gossips, slanderers, haters of God, insolent, haughty, boastful, inventors of evil, disobedient to 
parents, foolish, faithless, heartless, ruthless. Though they know God’s decree that those who 
practice such things deserve to die, they NOT ONLY DO THEM but GIVE APPROVAL TO THOSE 
WHO PRACTICE THEM.” (PAUSE) 
ILLUS: Now, I’m going to address an issue that I’d ordinarily have avoided. But the reason I’m 
addressing it is because a preacher friend of mine challenged me to do so. If a preacher doesn’t 
address sin in his own backyard he has no business addressing sin at all… so here goes: 
A couple weeks ago, a local high school made the news because its student body had elected a 
girl to be their homecoming KING. This young lady “identifies” as a male (although she’s run 



crosscountry as a girl). Reflecting on the decision to endorse this travesty, the school Principal 
issued this banal comment: “Our student body is so accepting of others... Our diversity is our 
strength… and we support each other regardless of gender identity or gender expression.” 
That's insane! 
By contrast, one of the best teachers at Logansport went on record as saying the selection of a 
transgender girl to be Home Coming King was improper and the social media (Facebook/Twitter
) calling for him to resign. 
Now, I don’t blame the students. High Schoolers are always trying to show their independence 
and defiance of their parents' norms. Some of these teens even probably voted for this girl 
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because she was their friend. I don’t blame the kids… I blame the adults who should have 
known better. 
ILLUS: The High School students are the heirs to the evil brought on culture through another 
man who just died last week at the age of 91. His name: Hugh Hefner. The News media was 
filled with articles glorifying, eulogizing, and praising his life. He was almost universally 
portrayed as a great humanitarian and a pioneer in women’s rights. 
(PAUSE) This guy was a pornographer. He built an entire empire on parading women as objects 
of meat. He created an atmosphere of immorality that reached into the realms of politicians, 
actors and movie stars. In fact, I’m convinced that it was that evil atmosphere of sexual 
immorality that created an atmosphere where men like Bill Cosby learned to be predators. 
As Romans 1:32 says: “they not only do (these things) but give approval to those who practice 
them.” 
CLOSE: This is why we need to contend for faith that was once delivered to the saints. Someone 
has to stand up and say… these things are wrong, because there are people out there who not 
only do sinful things but they give approval and encourage those who do them. 
But a word of CAUTION here: We’re not called by God to speak against evil because we’re 
righteous and the other guys aren’t. We’re to do this because if someone doesn’t step up and 
say “this is wrong” folks are going to go to hell. We’re to do this because we care what 
happens to people who slip into the warped and deformed practices of sin. 
Think about it this way: do you know what “anorexia” is? It’s when a person starves themselves 
because they think they are too fat. Would it help for this person to have their friends say “Of 
course you’re too fat! If you think you’re too fat, you are. You are right to starve yourself 
because maybe that will make things better.” Would that help this person? Of course not. All 
that kind of talk would do nothing but reinforce the delusion that person was living with. 
In the same way, these teens have only reinforced a harmful behavior by encouraging their 
friend to pursue their delusion and deny their gender. Years down the road, this young lady ma
y end up being a wife and mother and looking by on this bizarre decision with a sense of shame 
and regret. 
ILLUS: God hates sin because He hates what it does to people. A. W. Tozer said: “God is holy 
and holiness (is) the moral condition necessary to the health of his universe… Whatever is holy 
is healthy… the holiness of God, the wrath of God, and the health of creation are inseparably 
united. God’s wrath is His utter intolerance of whatever degrades and destroys. He hates 
iniquity as a mother hated the polio that would take the life of the child.” 



When we contend for the faith once delivered to the saints, we are to contend against sin so 
that people will be warned of the dangers of their delusions. ILLUS: An old
time preacher often spoke on the subject of sin – he minced no words. A leader in 
his congregation came to him on one occasion and urged him to cease using the ugly word. Said 
he: "We wish you would not speak so plainly about sin. Our young people, hearing you, will be 
more likely to indulge in sin. Call it something else, as 'inhibition,' or 'error' or a 'mistake,' or 
even 'a twist in our nature.'" 10/4/2017 Intelligent Design 
https://www.sermoncentral.com/Sermons/Print?sermonId=225098 8/8 
"Oh," replied the preacher, "I think I know what you mean. Come with me." And taking the 
church member to the kitchen, reached under the sink and drew out a bottle of cleaning liquid 
which had a skull and cross bones on it. On the label it said: “POISON.” 
The preacher then said: "What you would have me do is put another label on this bottle. Not to 
call it poison, but something more pleasant... like lemonade. No sir, when God calls something 
sin, evil, depraved or an abomination, I will call it by no other name."


