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To my children, who are much too old to be referred to as children, and their spouses with all my love for each of you.

To Haley and Anthony, Jeremy and Dee.

Someday, I would like to discuss these matters over dinner or coffee with you. Until then, I hope you enjoy the book.
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In 1977, Star Wars: A New Hope hit the theaters. This movie introduced you to several fascinating characters. Princess Leia was the strong female who headed up a band of rebels intent on supplanting the dictatorial Empire. There was Luke Skywalker, the young, talented space jockey with a mysterious past. Obi-Wan Kenobi was the wise, old sage who was the key to Luke’s secrets. Finally, you met Han Solo, the rough-and-tumble starship pilot with a skeptical streak.

In one popular scene, Obi-Wan attempts to teach young Luke the ways of the force. Han Solo wanders in and catches Luke failing to master Obi-Wan’s light saber techniques.

Han laughs and says, “Hokey religions and ancient weapons are no match for a good blaster at your side, kid.”

Luke responds, “You don’t believe in the force, do you?” 

Han ponders briefly, then answers, “Kid, I’ve flown from one side of this galaxy to the other and I’ve seen a lot of strange stuff, but I’ve never seen anything that would make me believe there is one all-powerful force controlling everything. There’s no mystical energy field that controls my destiny.”​[1]

I believe as Oscar Wilde wrote in 1891 that “life imitates art.”​[2] And people today often imitate the Star Wars characters they watched as a child. You may be a Princess Leia, a strong woman with a noble cause, seeking to make an impact on the world. Does faith in God help or hinder your ambition to help humanity? If God is real and he, likewise, wants humankind to flourish, our partnership with an omniscient, omnipresent, and all-powerful being makes up for our inadequacies. In fact, without his help, your efforts are fruitless. (See John 15:5 in the Bible.)

You may be a Luke Skywalker, young and brash. You believe in the larger world outside your senses, but your faith isn’t based on evidence. You want to believe, but you only have a mental assent without any grounding in experience. In order to fully grasp your faith and trust in an unseen power outside yourself, you need to be taught. You can look at Romans 10:17 to find how to build your faith.

It’s possible that you are a Han Solo, independent and self-reliant. You have a good heart, but you aren’t about to believe in things you can’t see without some indication that they are real. Let me say, skepticism is not all bad. Sometimes you need to take a step back and question what’s real. Are the things you believe real? Is there truly a purpose to you being here? Do you exist only as long as your body, or is there something else beyond your life on earth? If you are like Han, I won’t give you a Bible verse to look up. You probably don’t believe in ancient texts or divine revelations. You prefer a good blaster at your side.

Whether you are Leia, Luke, or Han let me be your Obi-Wan. If you are Leia, I have the key to restore your hope in something bigger than yourself. If you are Luke, let me teach you the reasons you can trust and rely on the things you believe. And listen to me, Han. I understand your doubts, but in forty years you may be telling another young prodigy, “The crazy thing is... It’s true. The Force, the Jedi. It’s all true.”​[3]

My goal in Beyond a Reasonable Doubt is to help you realize that it’s true, it’s all true. The things you have heard about Christianity and Jesus Christ are not just myths passed down from ignorant men living in a time when people believed in superstitions. They are history. 

Yet, some have suggested that Jesus Christ wasn’t real. Many say that he was a legendary character, like King Arthur, Rip Van Winkle, or Paul Bunyan. Richard Carrier, an otherwise intelligent and credentialed professor, suggests that Jesus was a “hallucinated” character who appeared to the apostles and taught them about God and life. However, it’s one thing to imagine you see something unreal. It’s another when your “imagination” teaches you things about life and the world so profound they couldn’t possibly come from inside your own head. In Carrier’s view, by the fourth century, Jesus’ disciples added stories to personify the vision of Christ. They borrowed these stories from other mythical gods, like the virgin birth, his supernatural miracles, and his death and resurrection to make him seem like a real, but extraordinary person. The difficulty for Carrier is convincing other scholars that this really happened as he imagined it. Even his fellow atheists reject his ideas as a little “out there.” To believe Carrier, you would have to reject ancient historians like Tacitus, Josephus, Suetonius, and Pliny the Younger. All these historians were from the first century AD. None were Christians. Yet, they all wrote about Jesus Christ and his followers in their histories.

Other skeptics believe a historical person named Jesus existed, they just reject the miracle accounts attributed to him, particularly his resurrection. They believe everything has a natural explanation. Atheists love to accuse Christians of believing in the “God of the gaps.” If there is a gap in a Christian’s knowledge, if they can’t understand a natural explanation for a phenomenon, the atheist concludes that the Christian takes God as the answer on blind faith. Unfortunately for the unbelievers, there are gaps in scientific knowledge you could drive a freight train through. 

Below I will enumerate some of the things for which science can’t give a satisfactory answer:

	Secular scientists actually believe that inorganic matter can produce living organisms.



Science has tried for years to design an experiment that could make a living organism and has failed every time. The closest they have gotten is the Miller-Urey experiment. In 1953, Stanley Miller, supervised by Harold Urey at the University of Chicago designed what was believed to be earth’s prebiotic atmosphere consisting of ammonia, methane, hydrogen, and water vapor. They added an electrical spark that simulated a lightning strike. In a few days, the inside of the test apparatus was coated with red amino acids. Since amino acids are the chemical building blocks of proteins, scientists hailed this as the first step in creating a living creature. 

However, there were two major problems with the experiment. First, the prebiotic atmosphere was incorrect. Geologists determined from ancient rocks the atmosphere was an oxygen-rich atmosphere. But the oxygen in the atmosphere destroys the amino acids the Miller-Urey experiment produced. When subsequent scientists adjusted the experimental atmosphere, it no longer produced amino acids.

Secondly, the small spark used to simulate lightning didn’t simulate lightning. Miller used a coil invented by Nikola Tesla to generate a 30,000-volt charge to the calculated atmosphere. 30,000 volts is indeed a high voltage, but a typical bolt of lightning will generate something like 10 to 200 million volts of potential energy. A lightning bolt would more likely destroy any prebiotic organisms instead of causing them to live. The idea that lightning is a catalyst for life is the stuff of Mary Shelley’s fertile nineteenth century imagination in the Frankenstein novel.​[4]


	Secular scientists believe cerebral processes are nothing but chemicals and electrical impulses. They think the making of independent, personal choices is an illusion. 



According to the secularists, you are only fleshy automatons that act according to your programming. They may believe that about you, but I find it difficult to believe that they think that about themselves. And if it was true, why should you listen to anything they have to say? They’re only saying what nature programmed them to say.

A true materialist doesn’t believe you have a soul or mind that is the essence of your conscious self. They contend that your natural brain, and the rest of your physical body, is all there is to “you.” Your brain simply comes up with any thoughts it has because of the influences you’ve had. Your parents, your experiences, and your environment program your thoughts. You are unable to conceive anything original or make independent choices.


	Naturalistic scientists believe fauna transform from simple one-celled microbes into complex and sophisticated hominids contrary to the second law of thermodynamics.



The second law of thermodynamics states that any object in a heated state will degrade with time into a colder state. It can also be stated as any spontaneous process increases the disorder of anything within the universe. These two statements mean the same thing because the loss of energy creates disorder. It may be easier to understand a corollary of this law called the statement of entropy. This statement says, “It is impossible for any system to operate in a way that entropy is destroyed.” Or simpler still, “Things in the universe will move from order to disorder.”

You know this intuitively. Over time, unless you maintain it (add work to it) a car sitting in your garage will deteriorate. The tires will deflate; the battery will discharge; and the parts of the car will corrode. That’s because the laws of physics say everything in the universe is degrading.

That being the case, how do animals counteract that process? Can animals progress through evolution from a simple one-celled amoeba into the complex animals you observe in the world today? Biologists will say that animals eat food, and that food is converted to energy and if you give it a few billion years things get better. That can account for the small adaptations of animals within their phyla or species, but not for the radical leaps across species.

If that was the case, you should be able to observe this happening through experiments. Or you should find intermediate fossils of animals that transform from a fish to a reptile, or from a bird to a mammal. Even Darwin called the missing intermediate fossils, “the gravest objection which can be urged against my theory.” He believed intermediate fossils would be found with further paleontological discoveries.


	Unbelievers think a chaotic, explosive, Big Bang produced a universe of such precision and knife-edge order that it leaves secular scientists dumbfounded.



Secularists formerly believed that the universe was eternal. If anyone suggested that the universe began to exist, it sounded like they were advocating for a creation event. Well, what do you know? It really did have a beginning and even the unbelieving scientists reluctantly admit it now.

They admit that it seems like all the mass and energy of the universe was packed into an extremely hot, dense mass the size of a period. It blew up or at least, expanded into our ninety-three million light years diameter of time, matter, and mostly dark energy. What they can’t explain is how everywhere you look in the universe, you see parameters that would make the universe impossible if the values deviated the width of a proverbial hair.


	Atheistic scientists really believe everything in the universe came from nothing at all.



The biggest mystery that science can’t explain is, “Why is there something, rather than nothing?” It is not just that the universe is engineered with precision. It’s not that our planet is filled with life against all odds. It isn’t only that humans are multi-dimensional creatures that exist beyond our physical bodies. The real question is, “Where did it all come from?”

The atheists have made attempts to explain it all, but the explanations fall short. “You see, there was this small singularity, a speck that inexplicably expanded into the size of the universe,” they surmise.

“Okay, from where did the singularity come?” Christians ask.

“Well, what really happened is there was a quantum vacuum which sparked the creation of an infinite multi-verse. The quantum vacuum keeps spitting out the universes. The laws of physics allow this as a possibility,” the secularist postulates.

“Isn’t it a simpler explanation to believe that God exists, and he created it all?” the believer asks.


The crazy thing is... it’s true. The person of Jesus, his miracles, his resurrection. It’s all true. But I know you need more than just my word to believe it, so I’ve written this book to explain why I believe. Perhaps, after you’ve read my arguments, you too will believe.

About the Chapters

This book is divided into two major sections. In the first section, I present evidence from God’s general revelation. This section answers the question, “Does God exist?”

In Chapter One, I explore why there seems to be a conflict between religion and science. You will learn about the “religion” to which secularists and naturalists adhere while they loudly proclaim that they don’t believe in anything. They only consider the facts, so they claim.

Chapter Two is where I reveal the language God speaks when he creates the beginning of everything. You will learn how nature gives the appearance of an engineered mechanism, The parameters of the cosmos are fine-tuned to support life and provide a friendly environment for human beings.

When you reach Chapter Three, I want you to see the evidence from geology. The nineteenth century idea of “uniformitarianism” is still the basic assumption scientists use to date the age of the earth to four and a half billion years old. Uniformitarianism suggests that the earth changes gradually by slow, systematic processes, just as it does today. This nineteenth century theory has replaced the idea that the geologic landscape was shaped relatively quickly by catastrophes like volcanoes, floods, earthquakes, and ice ages.

In Chapter Four I will help you see the evidence for God’s existence from biology. I’ll talk about how scientists are starting to question the idea that complex lifeforms arose from single-celled organisms. I’ll also explain that the origins of life are very complicated, and scientists are still a long way from discovering a believable theory of how the first life occurred, in spite of their insistence that they are “very close.”

In Chapter Five, I want to explain a branch of philosophy called epistemology. Epistemology is the study of knowledge, how you know what you know is true and not just an opinion. You will see the views of ancient Athenian philosophers and also what some contemporary philosophers think about knowledge and truth.

Chapter Six is where I give evidence for miracles, those experiences that defy natural laws. I take on David Hume’s explanation of why miracles just aren’t possible and give my reasons that Hume is simply wrong. David Hume’s reasoning is undoubtedly colored by his own skepticism.

As you read Chapter Seven, look at the evidence that you are more than just a body. There is also a metaphysical side to what you call yourself. You also have a soul. Consider the evidence I present of near-death experiences and what they show happens to “you” after your body dies.

In Chapter Eight, I address your innate sense of morality as an indication that God exists. If there was no God, men would have no obligation to follow a moral compass. Anarchy would be permissible and “survival of the fittest” would be just the way the world worked if there was no God or moral absolutes.

Chapter Eight completes our arguments from nature for God’s existence. 

In section two, I will seek to answer the question, “Are the Christian Scriptures Reliable?”

In Chapter Nine, I show that the fulfillment of prophecy is evidence that the Bible has a divine origin. In this chapter, I focus on the prophecy from Daniel chapter two. This chapter tells the story of a dream that the Babylonian king, Nebuchadnezzar had. The Hebrew youth, Daniel, who was taken into captivity sought from God the meaning of the dream and God revealed it to him. Through the dream’s interpretation, Daniel predicted five Middle Eastern kingdoms that ruled over the Holy Land. It predicts a sixth kingdom that is still yet to come.

Chapter Ten is part two of the look at prophecies fulfilled in the holy scriptures. In this chapter, I defend the book of Daniel against its ancient and modern critics. Then, I look at two other prophecies. One is the destruction of Tyre in the book of Ezekiel and another prophecy in Ezekiel that was fulfilled less than a century ago, 1948 to be specific.

In the eleventh chapter, you will find the prophecies that Jesus fulfilled concerning the Jewish Messiah. I will show that it is very improbable, practically impossible, that anyone other than Jesus could have fulfilled what the Old Testament predicts about the Messiah.

Chapter Twelve is about archaeology. It seems like everything uncovered in Israel confirms the truth and historical accuracy of the Bible. Nearly every time some professor of history questions an account in the scriptures, someone digs something up that shows the narrative in God’s word happened just as the Bible says it did.

As fantastic as it may seem, in Chapter 13, I show evidence that suggests the worldwide flood of Noah really occurred. You can look at cultural anthropology and find that flood myths exist in nearly every unique culture around the world, even those who are found in remote areas cut off from modern civilizations.

Chapter 14 is on textual criticism. I respond to the arguments espoused by Bart Ehrman from his book, Misquoting Jesus. Ehrman postulates that the Bible is riddled with errors and can’t be trusted. I show the Bible is a divine book that is the only place where you can get all you need for life and godliness.

Finally, in Chapter 15, I defend the resurrection as the only reasonable explanation for what happened to Jesus’ body. I compare the resurrection to six other popular explanations to show the physical resurrection is the only plausible conclusion you can draw. 

The mention of “draw” reminds me, interspersed into the chapters, there are caricatures of various atheists, doubters, scoffers, and agnostics with quotes of some of the ridiculous things they have said. Regardless of whatever else they say about Christianity or the existence of God, their argument usually is at its essence that Christians are hallucinating, deluded, or, in extreme cases, mentally unbalanced. While I intentionally tease and poke fun at these people, it is not meant to be mean-spirited or disrespectful. They represent some of the brightest and noteworthy scientists, philosophers, and writers known. However, their disbelieving worldview has colored their ideas about a supernatural realm beyond the natural world negatively. (I am grateful to the caricature artist, Duy Phan, for his incredible depictions of these people. If you would like to hire him, see his page on Fiverr at: https://www.fiverr.com/phanduy/.)

A Note About Bible Translations

Since section one is about the revelation of God through nature, I don’t talk much about the Bible or scripture in this section. But, in section two about the revelation of Jesus Christ through scripture, I refer to the Bible quite a lot. Here are some insights about the way I share biblical passages.

Biblical scholars recognize two ways of translating the original languages used in the production of the Bible. One is word-to-word translation. The other is thought-to-thought translation. Both methods have advantages and disadvantages and serve different overall purposes. I will use two different English translations. 

The first is the New Living Translation (NLT). It is a thought-to-thought translation. As such, it reads easier and conveys general concepts nicely. For most people, the NLT will be clearer and help you understand my points easier.

However, I found the NLT awkward when I’m referring to particular word choices and nuances about the text. So, in these cases, I use the New King James Version (NKJV), which is a word-to-word translation. I use the NKJV particularly in chapter 14 when I write about the subject of textual criticism.

Regardless of which translation I use, I will put biblical text in quotation marks and use an italic font. Also, direct scriptural quotes are followed by a book, chapter, and verse reference and an abbreviated translation note to assist any reader who wants to independently study the verses I use.

My Plea

Listen to me, please. Faith is not a belief with no evidence. It is a belief with strong, convincing evidence that most simply won’t see. You may not agree with everything I say in this book. You can deny that the evidence I present is persuasive. You may not get my arguments. But I ask that you give me a fair hearing. Don’t refuse to examine the things I say. You don’t have to agree, but please carefully ponder these matters. They are important and worth your consideration.

Section I
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Does God Exist?


[image: ]


Chapter 1
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How the War Began
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Galileo was on trial again. The Vatican had reviewed his case for 13 long years and the pontiff was ready to make his final pronouncement on the matter. The pope stated that the theologians of the Inquisition who had condemned the astronomer had erred in their wooden and literal interpretation of the Bible. They had read, "Tremble before Him, all the earth. The world also is firmly established, It shall not be moved." - 1 Chronicles 16:30 NKJV. The theologians thought this precluded the idea that the earth could move around the sun. Their interpretation prescribed a stationary planet around which the moon, stars, planets, and even the sun revolved. The pope, however, in his review of the case, declared that two realms of knowledge existed, one has its source in divine revelation and one by which mankind knows through the power of observation and reason. The views of Galileo were officially vindicated.

Unfortunately, Galileo’s vindication came more than three centuries after his death. The statement above was issued by Pope John Paul II in 1992. Galileo had originally been condemned by the Inquisition in Rome in 1663. He had been forced to kneel and recant his heliocentric (sun-centered) theory. Additionally, he must swear that his heliocentric theories were "abjured, cursed and detested.” In spite of his recantation, it is rumored that as he rose from his kneeling position, he murmured under his breath, “...and yet it still moves.”

Galileo was a somewhat “rock star” scientist in the 17th century. He used the cutting-edge technology of his day to build his own telescope and made several astronomical observations. He was even revered by members of the church initially. He, himself, was a Catholic in good standing. Many of the Vatican’s cardinals vied for an opportunity to peer into space through Galileo’s famous telescope. He was a friend of Pope Urban VIII, who approved the publication of Galileo’s heliocentric theory under the condition that the church’s position was not criticized. However, when the book was published, it was not the book the pope approved. It ridiculed the church and the pope himself. Galileo arrogantly demanded that his theory be accepted as the official church position even though his theory had not been proven.

Pope Urban VIII was not someone who you could double-cross and get away with it. Galileo continued his quest to have his theory accepted as the official church position. Finally in frustration, Cardinal Robert Bellarmine told Galileo to prove his theory “or stop pestering the Church.” Though the pope was still sympathetic to his friend, he couldn’t allow this defiance to go unchecked. Since the second century, the accepted theory of the universe had been the geocentric model devised by Aristotle and confirmed by Ptolemy. Scientists designed experiments that showed objects dropped from towers fell straight down rather than at an angle as they thought would be the case if the world were moving. These proto scientists also concluded that the moving planet would produce a constant wind contrary to the direction of its movement if the Earth did, in fact, move.

However, some observers noticed movements in the heavens that didn’t make sense. Some of the planets seemed to “retrograde” or perform loops in the sky, moving forward with the other heavenly bodies, but then, it would suddenly reverse directions for a short time before resuming their forward paths. This phenomenon occurs when the fast-moving Earth passes a slower moving planet in its orbit around the sun.

One of these observers, Nicolaus Copernicus, a Catholic cleric, determined that the sun was the center of the solar system, and Earth revolved around it as did the other planets. He published his work just before his death. Perhaps his death helped him evade scrutiny from the church. Or the church ignored his discovery because he kept his science and church work separate. However, 80 years later, Galileo Galilei would not be so fortunate. After his trial, the Inquisition placed him under house arrest where he spent the rest of his life in a comfortable country estate outside Florence. Despite the common belief, he was never tortured or held in a dungeon.

Galileo’s censure by the church was due more to the political climate, and Galileo’s caustic personality, than a conflict between science and Christianity. However, the fomenters of dissention push this episode as the definitive example of Christianity’s battle against scientific reason.

Is There Really a War?

The war between religion and science has a long history. There have always been believers and unbelievers. Some believe in God; others believe in science. Sometimes, men believe in both; less frequently, neither.

Christians have often spoken of general revelation, how God reveals himself in nature, and also of special revelation, the revelation of God through the Word and the Spirit. Scientists from ages past have studied the world to learn about the laws of nature and of nature’s God. Lately though, men of science have extolled the virtues of belief in a higher power, and the comfort faith brings, but often they perceive a greater value in the testing and observations of natural laws. Religion, they surmise, is fine as an emotional crutch or an “opiate for the masses,” but is useful for little else.

At times, the science community and the church have lived in complete harmony. During the Renaissance, no one mocked a scientist who professed a belief in God. The last two to three hundred years, however, have seen times of dogged warfare. Scientists have accused Christians of adhering to myths and believing without evidence, and the faithful have blamed the agnostics for promoting evil and arrogant, elitist attitudes. The battles have not advanced the cause of Christ; neither have they promoted secular civility and knowledge. The secular advocates of science, like Christopher Hitchens, proclaim that religion, as the keepers of “secret knowledge” oppose science to keep their knowledge secret and prevent their loss of power over ignorant people. Religious advocates point to the advances of science in Western Europe that have occurred because Christians have supported the sciences and scientific inquiry.

A History of Religious/Scientific Conflict

Atheists will try to convince you that belief in God and belief in science are incompatible. But atheism is not a component of science. You can make valid scientific inquiries and still believe in the divine. Likewise, science has been quite useful in helping to understand how the world works. In fact, many of the world’s great scientific minds have been devout men and women.

Many scientists reject anything except a naturalistic view of science. They conclude that science must be observable and logical, then they reject these parameters when espousing their own “scientific” theories. Religion, on the other hand, is seen as mythical, cultural, and illusory. They mock believers as trusting in superstitions and “taking blind leaps” into things they don’t understand.

The word “science” has its roots in the Latin word for knowledge.​[5] The early scientists were simply seekers of knowledge. Socrates, Plato, and Aristotle, those you call philosophers today, were among the first scientists. They sought to understand how the world worked, just as scientists do today. Their methods were less effective, but they made progress.

Believers (in God) argue that unbelievers ignore the evidence for creation they perceive all around them. They hold incoherent ideas like logic without freewill which is impossible except in a metaphysical world. They aspire to morality without an absolute basis for right and wrong, and they affirm the dignity of humanity while still believing we are merely animals that evolved. Finally, unbelievers have no hope of anything but the here and now. There is no ultimate purpose for your lives, and you can only anticipate the eternal dark annihilation of death. Meaning and purpose for their lives only make sense if they borrow the knowledge of eternity from God. If we, along with all mankind, will eventually face annihilation, there can be no ultimate meaning or purpose for our existence. The world, indeed, ends with a pathetic whimper.​[6]

In early church history, Clement of Alexandria,​[7] Augustine​[8], and even up to Aquinas​[9] took valuable ideas from the early Greeks. It wasn’t until Francis Bacon​[10] developed the method of scientific inquiry that the fields of science and philosophy diverged. Men like Copernicus, Galileo, Newton, Kepler, Pascal, and Descartes would not have bristled at being called a scientist, a philosopher, or even a theologian. But history has put the men that studied nature, like Copernicus​[11], Galileo​[12], Kepler​[13], and Newton​[14] in the science column. Men who studied God and the metaphysical realm, like Pascal​[15] and Descartes​[16], are in the philosopher list. 

When the so-called Age of Enlightenment swept through Europe, both scientists and philosophers began to divide into believer and unbeliever camps. Still, there were few true atheists, at least vocal ones. Those who disbelieved usually claimed faith in the deist God, who created the world but then withdrew from intervention with men and watched to see what happened from afar. The Enlightenment gave rise to a new age of skepticism in the nineteenth century. Two Protestant scientists, Newton, and Kepler, both men of strong faith, believed that they were discovering God’s thoughts through their studies. They argued that just because the world was not the center of the universe, this did not mean that Earth was not purposed and privileged.

A popular story has been retold many times about Pierre-Simon Laplace. He devised many scientific advances as part of Napoleon’s court in France. When Napoleon read LaPlace’s work, he questioned why Laplace did not attribute the movement of the planets to God’s intervention as Newton did, Laplace responded, “Sire, I have no need for that hypothesis.” However, it should be acknowledged that Laplace was possibly not denying the Deity. It could be that he merely was saying that the movements could be explained naturally and were not reliant on God’s direct intervention. The idea that Laplace was saying he did not need God became popular because that is the way Napoleon would recount the meeting.​[17]

It wasn’t until the scientific dating theories that questioned the Bible’s validity did the split really become obvious. Agnostic scientists like Charles Lyell and Charles Darwin espoused millions of years of slow, gradual change to account for their interpretations of the fossils and geologic formations that they observed. Their theories were clever and well-documented and certainly seemed plausible. Scientists, many atheists by this point in history, who had been becoming more naturalistic by the decade, seized the opportunity to show their agreement. The untrained Christian theologians could not counter the arguments except by pointing out that the history from the Bible contradicted their theories. This only served to relegate the Bible and the Christians who believed it to derision and scorn. 

The Religion of the Naturalists

Despite their claims that they adhere to no religious values, the naturalistic scientists are very dogmatic. The beliefs they espouse closely follow the tenets of humanism. Humanism is the religion of the secularists. Regardless of the common perception that religion is a belief in God, any personal set or institutional system of religious attitudes, beliefs, and practices is, by definition, a religion.​[18]

The American Humanist Association is an organization promoting humanism, atheism, and freethought. According to the American Humanist Association (AHA) website (americanhumanist.org), the humanist movement has its roots in the Unitarian Church, and its first members were religious Unitarians. They even have a “doctrinal statement” although, an ever evolving one. The first Humanist Manifesto (HM I), published in 1933, made allowances for the religious among their membership. However, HM I specified that they believed the “universe was self-existing and not created.” Other tenets included:

“Man... has emerged as a result of a continuous process.”

“The traditional dualism of mind and body must be rejected” (This means they did not acknowledge the existence of a mind or soul, only a brain without free will.)

“The universe depicted by modern science makes unacceptable any supernatural or cosmic guarantees of human values.” 

“The complete realization of human personality to be the end of man’s life and seeks its development and fulfillment in the here and now.”​[19]

It wasn’t long before the Humanists shed any acknowledgment of a deity and became fully identified as an organization for atheists. Their tagline became “Good without God,” and they now proclaim on their website that they are, “Advocating Progressive Values and Equality for Humanists, Atheists, and Freethinkers.”

In their early days, they openly described themselves as religious to qualify for tax exemptions afforded to churches. You know this from court cases, such as Fellowship of Humanity vs. County of Alameda.​[20] In this case, a Humanist group in 1957 sought exemption from taxes because they used their meeting place "solely and exclusively for religious worship.” Also, in the Washington Ethical Society vs. the District of Columbia​[21], the humanist group was determined to be “a religious organization or society.”

In 1961, a landmark US Supreme Court case, Torcaso vs. Watkins​[22], concluded that “Among religions in this country which do not teach what would generally be considered a belief in the existence of God are Buddhism, Taoism, Ethical Culture, Secular Humanism, and others.”

In recent years Humanists have eschewed the nomenclature of “religion.” They have vigorously argued that teachers could not espouse creationism or intelligent design in publicly funded schools. Their interpretation of the establishment clause of the first amendment forbids this. They rejected their own previous declaration that they were a religious institution lest the same rules apply to their unproven, atheistic theories.

The third iteration of the Humanist Manifesto (HM III) adopted in 2003, supersedes the first and second manifestos. Twenty-four Nobel Prize laureates signed this manifesto showing how the science community in general agrees with this religion. HM III makes it even more apparent that they aspire to a godless value system. Not everything in HM III is wrong. As Christians, we share values such as promoting the societal good and working toward peaceful resolutions of conflicts. I encourage you to look at HM III and compare it to the values espoused by Christians.​[23] 

The problem with humanistic values for Christians is the denial of God. A Christian must submit his or her life to the Lordship of Jesus Christ. As a Christian, you must resign yourself to never being preeminent in your own eyes or anyone else’s. Humanism, however, was about placing humanity, and perhaps yourself, at the pinnacle of the cosmos. Francis Schaffer said it well. “Humanism is placing man at the center of all things and making him the measure of all things.”

To contrast humanism and Christianity, I will give you a summary. Humanists believe the best way to know anything about life and this world is through science. Christians believe the best way to know is from God’s revelation. Scientists can be wrong, and so can Christians. However, God cannot be mistaken. Whatever God says becomes true just because he said it. Our job is to listen carefully and hear rightly.

Humanists believe men have evolved from nature through an undirected process. Christians believe God created man in his image.

Humanists believe ethical values are determined by what promotes human flourishing and satisfies human needs. Christians believe that God determines what is right and what is wrong. Christians don’t believe that man can honestly know what is in his best interest or what he really needs unless God reveals it to him.

Humanists believe that man’s greatest purpose is in service to humanity. Christians believe that our greatest purpose is in service to God. However, the highest service a person can perform for God is to serve our fellow man.

Humanists are committed to a peaceful existence with the world. They seek to resolve disagreements nonviolently and to promote cooperation. Christians believe that to achieve external peace, you must first have internal peace. You cannot adequately defend God or yourself, but you must always protect others unjustly harmed when you have the power to do so.

Humanists believe the best path to happiness is through serving society. They seek a fair distribution of wealth. Christians believe they gain when they are content. You are not to covet or desire someone else’s wealth, possessions, or relationships. You know that a person can’t find complete happiness in this life, but you hope for the happy reward of an eternity where God destroys sin and sorrow. 

Not only do humanist scientists hold these religious values, but they also pressure anyone who doesn’t align themselves with these values. If a scientist doesn’t toe the party line, they will seek to remove him or her from any position of influence or power. 

On August 20, 2005, an opinion piece appeared in the New York Times. It told the story of Richard Sternberg, the managing editor of a small journal published by the Smithsonian Institute. Sternberg caused a storm of controversy when he approved the publication of an article written by Stephen Meyer of the Discovery Institute advocating for Intelligent Design.

Sternberg was criticized and persecuted for his editorial choice. His story is just one told in the Ben Stein movie, Expelled: No Intelligence Allowed (2008)​[24]. Stein shows how publishers, professors, and scientists are having their careers damaged simply by suggesting that Intelligent Design may be a viable alternative to the Darwinian Evolution Theory. Scientists and academics are getting the message. If you want to advance your professional career, don’t suggest Darwin is wrong!

The Scopes Monkey Trial​[25]

The war of ideas hit its climax in 1925 when Tennessee passed the Butler Act, a law that outlawed the teaching that men descended from lower forms of animals. A new organization at the time, the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), ran newspaper ads offering to fund the legal fees for any teacher willing to challenge the law. A couple of influential men convinced football coach and part-time science teacher, John Scopes, to accept the ACLU’s offer. 
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The trial became a huge media event, with thousands of people descending on Dayton, Tennessee







The Battle Belongs to the Lord
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