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Derek French: 

 We live in a fascinating universe which so clearly demonstrates the hand of the Lord.  The Psalmist wrote 

in Psalm 19 verse 1, “The heavens declare the glory of God; the skies proclaim the work of his hands.”  

And in the New Testament Paul declared in Romans 1 verse 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 he has been made...”   

 In other words, all around us the world of creation is declaring that God is real.  The new discoveries of 

science help us to understand something of the vastness of the universe and of the intricacies of an atom.  It 

really is so marvellous and so complex.  The beauty of a flower, the brilliance of the sun, the singing of the 

birds, the splendour of a starlit sky and the miracle of a new born child all combine to tell us that God is 

good and glorious and mighty and wise and so much more.  They tell us that God exists.   

 As believers and servants of Christ, these things are so precious to us as all around us the evidence of the 

Lord’s handiwork is so obvious and constrains us to praise and worship him.  It therefore can come as a 

surprise to meet people who live in the same world we live in, and see the same beauty and bounty of the 

universe, and yet claim that science has proved there is no God.    

 Now, while this might surprise us, it isn’t really anything new.  There have always been those who’ve 

opposed the very idea of God, let alone the need to know him and love him and serve him.  You may recall 

how in Genesis 3 Satan, in the guise of a serpent, sought to undermine God by daring to suggest that God 

hadn’t actually said Adam and Eve would die if they ate from the tree of the knowledge of good and evil.  

And that doubt has developed so strongly in some that they deny the very existence of God altogether and 

in fact they turn upside down the points we’ve just made by claiming that science has disproved the validity 

of Christianity.   

 It’s something we are almost invariably going to meet in our ministries and so with the help of Malcolm 

Firth we’re going to think a little about how we can answer such objections to the Lord our God.   

So Malcolm, we are often asked the question: hasn’t science disproved Christianity?  It is a very common 

view held today.  Can you expand on that a little for us?  

Malcolm Firth: 

 Yes, it is a very common one now, and often we are having books written by scientists saying that there is 

now no reason why people should believe in a God.  Science has disproved the existence of a God.  We can 

explain everything naturally. 

Derek: 

 Which actually is not true, is it? 

Malcolm: 

 No it’s not.  The problem I find with that is, I’m a scientist actually, that is my training, and the problem 

with this is that science really only deals with matter and energy.  It deals with the things that we can 

discover through our senses, but it cannot deal with the supernatural.  In fact it begins with the fact that 

there is no supernatural; that everything can be explained simply through matter and energy that we can 

discover through our senses. 

Derek: 

 So they discount miracles then? 

Malcolm: 

 Exactly right.  From the beginning they say that miracles don’t exist, everything must be able to be 

explained naturally.  And therefore, right from the start, they have said that there is no supernatural being, 

no God. 

Derek: 

 They have this presupposition really? 

Malcolm: 

 That’s what we call a presupposition, that’s right. It is a saying that something is true and resting that as 

your ground argument and then building your case upon that. 
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Derek: 

 Apart from the other fact too, that there are literally thousands of sciences who do believe in God and the 

Bible and the Lord. 

Malcolm: 

 Absolutely right, and that’s why I say that science is not an enemy of true faith and true faith is not an 

enemy of true science.  Faith and science can exist together.  That’s the important thing to remember. 

Derek: 

 Yes and many early pioneer scientists were Christian believers. 

Malcolm: 

 That’s exactly right, yes, because they believed that there was a God and this universe was ordered then 

science was a discovering what God had already done in the world.  And there was a point to science and 

we’ve lost that today unfortunately, and the presuppositions, as you say, of science is that there is no God. 

Derek: 

 Can we just home in on one of those arguments?  What do we say about those who claim that the theory of 

evolution disproves the Bible’s reliability? 

Malcolm: 

 Yes, it’s become very common in science, particularly in the biological sciences where I was working for a 

number of years, to assume that then the way that we arrived as human beings is by chance, a random 

collection of chemicals coming together over a long period of time - that’s how all life arose and we 

evolved to become human beings. 

Derek: 

 So, Malcolm how would you answer those who take this rather negative yet very persuasive approach to the 

Bible, where they discount it because of evolution? 

Malcolm: 

 Ok.  I would say you know basically you have two types of scientist, male and female.  They are men and 

women just like us and they have their own presuppositions and they interpret the facts (all facts have to be 

interpreted) they interpret the facts according to those presuppositions.   

 And therefore it’s not a question of faith versus science, but it’s about faith versus faith; it’s about what are 

your presuppositions.  Do you believe that there is a God?  If you do, then you’ll interpret the facts in one 

way.  Or, if you’ve ruled out the fact that there could be a God, then you’ll interpret the facts in another 

way.  The facts are the same but your interpretation of the facts can change depending on what your 

presuppositions are. 

Derek: 

 So how do we deal with those, then, who come at this from this negative, this anti-God approach? 

Malcolm: 

 I think then we need to look at the inconsistencies in that argument.  For example, when Darwin first put 

forward his theory of evolution, one of the things he said was that we would find many, many fossils of 

transitional forms, missing links, between one species and another.  As one species evolves into another 

there would be lots of links in between, half of one species, half of another.   

 The fact is we haven’t found any of those and Darwin said that they must be there or his theory would not 

be true, and we still haven’t found any of those today.  It’s over a hundred years after Darwin lived. 

Derek: 

 There was a television programme recently about dinosaurs which did live upon the earth, but it’s 

interesting the trailer to the programme said this is beyond your imagination.  In other words, this is fairy 

tales. 

Malcolm: 

 That’s right, yes.  If you’d just look at the chance, the probability, of life evolving, if we just look at the 

numbers, the probability, even a man such as Sir Fred Hoyle who is a very famous scientist, not a believer, 
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has said that the chances of organic life happening by accident is as ridiculous and improbable as the 

proposition that a tornado blowing through a junkyard would assemble by itself a Boeing 747.  He 

calculated that the probability is one in ten to the power of forty thousand. 

Derek: 

 Goodness me, that’s an astronomical number, isn’t it? 

Malcolm: 

 It is isn’t it?  Most people would not put all of their life savings on a horse with a one in a thousand chance.  

But imagine saying, you know evolution, I think evolution is true when it’s there in that one in ten to the 

power of forty thousand which is much, much bigger - an incredible amount. 

Derek: 

 Could you actually just give us one simple example that would help us to grasp this? 

Malcolm: 

 Well, for organic life, living life, to come from the inorganic, just molecules, you would have to have 

coming together two thousand enzyme molecules formed simultaneously from twenty different amino acids 

on a single occasion.  It is unbelievable actually, and that’s why, you know, one of the big arguments, I 

would say for the fact that evolution is just a theory and it’s one that is, I would say, unbelievable. 

Derek: 

 Yes.  I mean, I think you, in a sense, need to have faith to believe evolution, don’t you? 

Malcolm: 

 That’s exactly right and that’s what takes us back to what we said at the start.  The facts are there and how 

you interpret it depends upon your faith.  Do you believe that there is a personal creator?  Or if you do not, 

then you are putting your faith in this high prognosis? 

Derek: 

 Yes indeed, this is the suppressing of the truth again, isn’t it? 

Malcolm: 

 We’re back to Romans 1, aren’t we, where again we see it’s not a question of intellectual understanding but 

it’s a moral suppressing of the truth.   

 Yes, I can give you another example.  There is a biochemist who has written a book.  Again, he’s not a 

Christian but he has big problems about evolution, and that is because a cell, for example, is so, so complex, 

much more complex than we originally imagined. There are so many enzymes and so many systems that go 

on in that cell, and for a cell to make sense and all of those systems need to rise together.  They could not 

arise gradually over time or the cell would not be able to function.   

 And so again we have this problem of all of this cell being formed at once with all of the enzymes, different 

enzymes, feedback mechanisms and so on coming together, and again that is something that Darwin didn’t 

predict and something that the theory of evolution cannot explain. 

Derek: 

 I understand about the Psalmist who said I am fearfully and wonderfully made can’t you? 

Malcolm: 

 Absolutely.  When I was studying biochemistry I used to have on my wall a big poster of all the chemical 

reactions going on in a cell and it was a giant poster, and I never got to know all of those reactions, but that 

is in one cell, so tiny that you can’t see with your eye.  It is incredible. 

Derek: 

 So science has not disproved either the reliability of the Bible or the existence of God? 

Malcolm: 

 No, no it hasn’t.  And in fact it has its own problems then trying to come up with alternative theories for the 

existence of life. 

 



ST 504 Apologetics (3)                          page 4 

Derek: 

 Again, Malcolm has been most helpful in the way he’s approached this subject and he’s reminded us again 

today that unbelievers will only come to faith in Christ by that sovereign, mysterious, and yet essential work 

of the Holy Spirit in their lives.  He alone can open their hearts and minds to see clearly his handiwork, and 

so we must therefore concentrate on much prayer for them as well as seeking opportunities to speak with 

them.   

  When Paul wrote in Romans 1 about God’s invisible qualities being clearly seen in what has been made, he 

also added this, “...so that men are without excuse.”  In other words, those who deny God’s existence by 

saying science has disproved Christianity will one day have to give account for their position to the very 

God they have, in their arrogance, presumed to deny.   

 Surely that should make us pray more for them and seek to point them to the Lord before it is too late. 

 


