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Come now, and let us reason together, saith the LORD:

though your sins be as scarlet, they shall be as white as

snow; though they be red like crimson, they shall be as
wool. -Isaiah 1:18







Evidence for the
Existence of God

Is it possible to know that there is a God? Is it possible to p

not only to know that God exists, it is possible to know God.

of science that has been tested thousands of times with the

science are constrained to conform to laws of science. Explan
that contradict laws of science lack credibility.

The First Law of Thermodynamics is a scientific law that leac
the conclusion that the origin of the universe is best explaing
supernatural creation. Following is a four point argument for
supernatural creation of the universe.

1. The First Law of Thermodynamics states that energy c3
be created by natural means. As of today, ho exceptions to the la
been observed.

2. The universe exists as energy in a variety of forms su
matter, light, heat, and sound.

3. Thelogical conclusion for the origin of the universe is th
was created supernaturally.

4. There must be a God.

A typical rebuttal is that supernatural creation is really an ur
covered natural law. First, this is an admission that the conclus

to propose a hypothetical natural law that contradicts an empir
derived natural law is irrational. Third, a supernatural conclusion
most plausible because it does not contradict a law.

Another typical rebuttal is that energy always existed. This bf
us to the next law, the Second Law of Thermodynamics.

logically derived whether it is supernatural or undiscovered. Se¢

rnove

that God exists? The answer to both questions is “yes.” It is possible

There are three laws of science to consider as evidence for the
existence of God. Whatis special about a scientific law? Alaw is a model

same

results and no exceptions. Credible conclusions and interpretatigns of
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ﬂreversibly increases in a closed system. This means that\L

able

energy decreases and cannot be increased in a closed system. Because

of this law, perpetual machines are not possible.

2. Theuniverse is experiencing “heat death,” which meansiitis

aclosed system that is winding down like a clock inside of a box.

nce

it unwinds it cannot be rewound. Heat death points to an end point,

which means there was a beginning.
3. Iftheuniverseiswinding down and cannot be wound up,
did the universe originate with energy in order to start unwinding?
most logical conclusion is that it originated supernaturally.
4. There must be a God!

ow
he

A typical, mistaken rebuttal to this is that the second law only

applies to closed systems, and living organisms are open sy$
That is correct! Therefore, the above argument is presented fo
origin of the universe not for life or species.

The third point of evidence for the existence of God is the Law
Biogenesis.

1. The Law of Biogenesis states that all cells come from|g
existing cells. No exceptions in nature or in the laboratories havell
observed.

2. Allliving entities exist as single or multicellular organism

3. The logical conclusion is that cellular life originated supé¢
naturally.

4. There must be a God!

To insist on natural origins is irrational and inconsistent w
scientific laws of today. Credible conclusions must conformto the |z
and knowledge of today. To conclude that there is no God is illog
and contradictory to scientific observation.

Biochemist, H.P. Yockey, reported in theurnal of Theoretica
Biology, “With regard to the appearance of a single molecule of
cytochrome c family, even tleus ex machinaeeds 18 [chances]

ems.
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with just the right conditions [and] 1 billion years... One who finds
chance appearance of cytochrome c a credible event must ha

he
e the

faith of Job.” In light of the mathematical calculation for impossibility
being 1@, it is rational to conclude that the natural origin of proteins

necessary for life is impossible.

\_ Ifthe natural origin of a single proteinisimpossible how mucry1
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/awhole cell' Biochemist Harold Morowitz wrote in his b@ker@
Flow in Biologythat theoretically the simplest of cells would requ
aminimum of 124 proteinsto function. Based on thisimaginary, si
organism, he calculated that the probability of its natural evoll
would be 1:16f0.000.000

Scientists have spent years trying to create life in the labor
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with the most sophisticated equipment available in carefully contr
and intelligently designed experiments. If life cannot be artifici
assembled under these conditions, how much more impossible i
molecules to naturally assemble themselves into living cells! The
explanation for the origin of life is supernatural creation. There mu
aGod!

The only logical and rational conclusion consistent with the |
of science and knowledge of the day is that there must be a G
deny Him is to deny the methodology, history, tradition, purpose
knowledge of science. Denial of God is a rejection of rational thg
and the power of human reasoning to enlighten mankind.

| leave you with these thoughts to ponder. Is it more unscie
to believe in God or in evolution? Is it more unscientific to believ
supernatural or natural origins? Is it necessary to put God in ate

before we can conclude that He exists? You have seen the evi
Does God exist or not?

or require that He demonstrate His creative methods in the labor
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‘Evidence for the
Resurrection of
Jesus Christ

God exists. The evidences of science, testimony, and ra
thought lead honest people to this conclusion. But of the many

Yesitis.
Why consider Jesus Christ? Why not? He has had a greater i

justto know God. Millions of people testify that He is alive in their li
and attribute remarkable changes to Him. Most convincing is

The Bible documents the events surrounding Jesus’ death, &
and resurrection. However, many find the Biblical account con
lingly true because it is corroborated with extra-Biblical docume
Consider the following documents.

Jesus was real.

in law to Julius Agricola wrote about Jesus saying, “Christus
founder of the name, was put to death by Pontius Pilate.” Otherg
as Ignatius of Syria (A.D. 50-115) and Justin Martyr and Tertullia
Carthage also wrote of Jesus’ trial and death.

Jesus was crucified.

Lucian of Samosa wrote in his boble Passing of Peregrintisat
Jesus “was crucified in Palestine because he introduced this ne
into the world.” Flavius Josephus reportedime Antiquities of the
Jewsin A.D. 37 that Jesus was seen by many after His resurre
Writings of a debate between the Samaritan historian, Thallu
Julius Africanus in about A.D. 40 show that during the afternog
Jesus Christ’s crucifixion, the skies darkened. Julius argued th

n
on humanity than any other in history. He claimed to be God rathefithan
v

evidence for the death, burial, and resurrection of Jesus Christ,.

ional
gods

to choose from, is it possible to determine which God is the real God?
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/afull moon inthe evening. Notice that the crucifixion and the dar@
of the sky was not in question.

Jesus’ tomb was empty.

Interestingly, many critics of Jesus and His followers did not
do not argue that Jesus’ tomb was empty. They debate why His
was empty. Tertullian wrote in hi3e Spectathat Jesus’ disciple

hisDialogue Againstryphq that Jesus’ body had been stolen by
disciples. Dr. Schofield, a Jewish historian, has continued this an
theory in his bool he Passover Plot

Jesus was resurrected.

There are two possible explanations for the empty tomb. E
Jesus was resurrected from the grave, or His body was stolen. It
to determine which choice is correct. How many people do you k
who would be willing to suffer torture and death for a lie? That w
be insane. There is nothing to be gained. Such a theory would r¢
believing that a large group of people chose pain and death
comfort, family, and life to protect a lie. This does not make any s¢
People will lie, cheat, and steal to save their lives but not to give ug
lives. If the disciples had stolen Jesus’ body and others did ng
Jesus alive, then why would they be willing to suffer torture and
killed? The theory of Jesus’ body being stolen is preposterous. C
other hand, if the disciples did see Jesus alive after His resurre
then they had nothing to fear fromtorture or death. Seeing Jesus
explain why they were willing to die. It was torture and death for tr
This makes a lot more sense than dying for a lie. Jesus’ resurreg
the most plausible and rational explanation for the disciples’ ma
dom.

The evidence for Jesus’ resurrection validates His claims
God and the testimonies of thousands of believers who claim to
that He is alive. Jesus is God and, therefore, the One we shoul
to foranswers about life, purpose, and truth. Itis His teachings tha
guide us into truth.

g
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‘Evidence for
Inspiration of the
Bible

Having established thatthere is a God and that Jesus Christ i
the next question to answer is, “how does God reveal truth?” Fir
the answer to this question is simplified by the fact that Jesus ig
Therefore, we need only look to the teachings of Jesus. Jesus i
therefore, itis logical to search the writings that represent His t¢
ings. The Bible is a collection of writings about the life and teach
of Jesus Christ.

What is meant by inspired writings? Inspiration refers to
method by which God communicates to us in writing. He gave
inspired prophets the words to record in Holy Scripture. Though
forty men were used to write the books of the Bible, God was thg
author. The differences between the writers show up in their wri
like an author using different pens.

The Bible claims to be inspired by God. This should not surf
us. Receiving an inspired text from God is reasonable. After alll,
is God, the Bible is a record of His life and teachings, and J
demonstrated by His life that He is interested inteaching us. ItisIg
to expect a preserved collection of Jesus’ writings.

The test of Biblical inspiration is finding evidence that sugg
supernatural knowledge, prediction, and construction. There ig
dence for all three tests.

Knowledge inthe Bible transcends the time at which it was wri

paths orriver currents were not discovered until 2800 years after
mentioned in the Bible. Ecclesiastes 1:6 describes the circuits
winds from south to north and back again. Such knowledge w3
known at the time of its writing. Psalm 102:26 describes the we
away of the earth and skies. But this was contrary to the current th
atthe time and up until 2500 years later. Genesis 15:5 mentionst

For example, Psalm 8:8 records that there are paths in the seas|,
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/stars were countable. When concepts of the earth resting on pill
foundations were in vogue, itwas written in Job 26:7 that the eart
suspended on nothing. Four thousand years later, it was disc
that the Bible was right. The Bible contains information that wa
known and even contrary to the popular opinion of the day. Itis a
that was thousands of years ahead of its time. Such an at
suggests supernatural authorship.

Another testimony to the divine authorship of the Bible

scientist Peter Stoner in his baBkience Speakeecords over thre
hundred prophesies fulfilled by Jesus Christ including his birth g

showing signs of miracles; being tortured and killed; being pierc

and His resurrection. Stoner calculated that fulfilling just eight of t
prophecies would be a probability of one i’AThe probability of
fulfilling forty-eight prophecies was calculated to be one if"I0hese
odds show that fulfilling the prophesies of the Bible requires sy
natural knowledge and intervention. The American Scientific Affi

analysis included is based upon principles of probability which

over 2500 years ago that there would come a time when know|
would be greatly increase, people would be traveling back and
and a world-wide government would be formed. Sounds a lot lik
trend of today doesn't it?

The construction of the Bible also shows supernatural inva
ment. In 1994, three mathematicians from Hebrew University rep
in Statistical Scienca mathematical improbability in the book

is not to be confused with the hyped book written by journalist Mic
Drosnin. Applying a technique similar to deciphering encryf
codes, the mathematicians demonstrated that the Hebrew text
fested code-like properties. The probability of finding three hun
word pairs was calculated to be one in fifty quadrillion chan
However, this was just the beginning of the discoveries. Sixty

Isaac, and Jacob; being a descendent of the Jewish King David;
killing of children after he was born; being a great teacher, healer

His hands; being pierced in His side; darkness during His crucifixi

thoroughly sound and Professor Stoner has applied these princi
in a proper and convincing way." Interestingly, the Bible prophesi

Genesis dubbed equidistant-letter-sequencing or the Bible code.

rs and
was
ered
not
ook

\prominent Jewish rabbis were also found associated in code Wy
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/birth dates and birth cities. When U.S. government encrypto
Harold Gans heard about the phenomenon, he was skeptical an
the code for himself only to discover that the sixty-six names wer:
associated with their death dates. The odds of such findingsis b
chance occurrence butundeniable. Dr. David Kaxhdan, chairman
Harvard University mathematics department, stated, “The phe
enon is real. What conclusion you reach from this is up t
individual.” Robert Kass, the editor of tBéatistical Sciencéournal,

the Book of Genesis could not possibly contain meaningful refer
to modern day individuals, yet when the authors carried out additi
analysis and checks, the effect persisted. The paper is thus offe

such as Tolstoy'¥ar & Peaceand the Samaritan Hebrew Bible do 1
show the phenomenon. It is a unique, probability-defying phe
enon of the Jewish Bible.

writings, involving over forty writers from all different walks of lifg
social positions, times in history, and geographical locations. 3
difference among writers on such controversial topics is a remark
demonstration of divine authorship. Finding forty people in sin
living conditions rarely finds them in agreement. However, by ins
tion, God guided the pens of the writers and produced a ur
harmonious, and phenomenal testimony of Holy Script. The evid
compels many to believe thatthe Bible is indeed, the Word of Go
you believe that Jesus has preserved His teachings of truth
Bible?

i
Statistical Science readers as a challenging puzzle.” Other wrjtings
N

As a whole, the Bible is a harmonious collection of sixtyisi

4 © - T )

wrote, “Our referees were baffled: their prior beliefs made them think

124
x

uch
able
lar
ra-
que,
2nce
Do
n the

17



Answers for Skeptics

18




Answers for Skeptics

/Compelling
Evidence for
Salvation

Having established that Jesus is God and that the Bible i
inspired teachings, it can be concluded that the Bible is the reve
of truth. It is the standard by which all things can be tested as t
false. It is also a source of insight that is not otherwise determi

need for and how to establish a relationship with God.

The first thing to understand about salvation is that Go
righteous. The Bible says that God cannot tolerate sin, and He w
allow sinin heaven. This is why Revelation 21:27 says there will
sin in heaven. But if there is no sin in heaven, how good do you
tobe tolive there? You would have to be as good as God! | do not
anyone that good, do you? Of course you do not, and for good r¢

The Bible says that all have sinned and come short of the gl
God. Italso says that there is no one good or righteous. Everyon
You may have heard that if you do your best and are sincere in
to do good, God will reward you. But the Bible says that all of
righteousnesses are as filthy rags in God'’s eyes. The standard @
works and sincere efforts is a lot different for us than for God. He
a standard of perfection. By this standard, you are not qualified
to heaven, no matter how hard you try. Considering the options,
do not go to heaven, you will go to hell. Thisis a heavy and depre
thought, but it is Biblical teaching.

who reject God, deny His existence, and deny Jesus Christas G
Savior. Itis a place separated from heaven. It is a place where s

by science or physical means. Mostimportantly, the Bible explains

What is hell? The Bible says that it is a place reserved for th

S

A

€

N —h ~+

are condemned forever. Romans 6:23 says, the wages of sin is
and goingto hellis spiritual death. Itis a separation from God. Yo
still exist, but you will exist in the fires of hell. This is no place for
But there is nothing you can do about. You need help!

-
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4 N

God knows your dilemma and offers help. John 3:16 says, “Fo
so loved the world that He gave His only begotten Son, that whosp
believeth in Him should not perish but have everlasting life.” Rom
5:8 says, "But God commendeth His love toward us in that whil
were yet sinners, Christ died for us." Remember the wages of sir
death. What did Jesus do? He died. Not for Himself, but for you.
dying for you, he paid for your crimes (your sins). Why would He
that? For no other reason but love. He loves you, you needed helg
He was willing to help you. Does that make you feel thankful?

[1°)

Jesus helps you by doing two things for you. First, He died tg
for sins making it possible for you to be forgiven. Second, He chad
your nature (spiritually). The Bible calls this the born again experie
Physically you remain unchanged, but spiritually God changesy
that you can enter into heaven. Thisis amiracle birth that only Gg
do. No wonder it is impossible to get to heaven by trying to do
best. Your best could never be as good as God'’s best. This i
Ephesians 2:8-9 says, “For by grace are ye saved...."

T O = 5

What must you do to be saved? Accept His invitation to save|y
He has done the work and is now offering you a gift of eternal life
heaven. Do youwantit? Confess your sin and need for Him, and a¢
His invitation into heaven. By letting God save you, your salvatior
guaranteed. This is why First John 5:13 says, “that you may know
you have eternal life.”

For more information about being saved, about questions
have about the Bible, or about how to make the most of your Chrig
life, contact us. We offer personal training, small group Bible stud
and leadership training, church services.
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‘Evidence for
Creation

Many refuse to believe in God because they are convince
evolutionis afact. Whatthey do notrealize is the claim that “evoll
is a fact” refers to the mechanisms of change: mutation and n
selection. Because the wardolutionmeans change, it is deceptive
applied toinclude the General Theory of Evolution (origin of all thi
by natural properties from the universe to man), which is not a
What is the difference?

Evolutionists believe that change (mutationjyifmited and that
over long periods of time, many small changes result in signif
differences among organisms. However, this prediction and inte
tation ofunlimited change fails under scientific scrutiny.

In laboratories, both industrial and academic, organisms
been subjected to accelerated mutational conditions. Without e
tion, generations after generations show that change is limited.
No new kinds of organisms have been produced. The fruit fly ig
of the most celebrated organisms in genetic studies and has
subjected to intense studies of mutation for decades. To date, fru
are still fruit flies. Recently, disappointed evolutionists have st
that the fruit fly has not and will not evolve into another king
organism because it has reached a dead end in its phylogeny. |
words, the changes produced in the fruit fly are limited and wil
produce new kinds of organisms. There are no examples of unli
change in the laboratory. In place of evidence, evolutionists have
excuses to offer for the lack of evidence of unlimited change
example, evolutionists argue that even under accelerated cong
of mutation, itis difficult to simulate thousands of years of change.
assertion cannot be demonstrated one way or another, an
certainly notevidence, soitremains an excuse for the lack of evid

On the other hand, these results confirm the predictions @
creation science model fiimited change within given populations
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/organisms. The limitations of mutation and natural selection th
demonstrated in the laboratories favor the creation science mo
is important to note that the creation model includes the fa
mutation and natural selection. It differs from the evolution mod
to the degree of change that is possible: limited v. unlimited.

of students choice fossils that supposedly document the evolutig

transitions within the limitations of a defined population (like the f
fly) or, at worst, arguestionabldindings of missing links between

paleontologist Stephen Gould wrote,

“The extreme rarity of transitional forms in the fossil rec
persists as thigade secret of paleontology. The evolutionary t
that adorn our textbooks have data only atitfeeandchodes of thei
branches; the rest is inference, however reasonatilthe evidenc
of fossils. All paleontologists know that the fossil record cont

major groups are characteristicadiprupt.” (Gould, Stepher;he
Panda’s Thumb\ew York: Norton, 1980, pp 181, 189).

Dr. Colin Patterson, senior paleontologist at the British Mus
of Natural History, wrote, “I fully agree with your comments on the |
of direct illustration of evolutionary transitions in my book. If I kn

it on the line, there is not one such fossil for which one might mak
watertight argument.” (Personal letter dated 10th April 1979 fro
Patterson to creationist Luther D. Sunderland.)

In other words, the fossil record shows nothing more than
can be demonstrated in the laboratory, namely that change is li
to a defined population. It is important that students be encoura
guestion the fossil record and the claims that evolution is a fact rig
than blindly and unquestioningly swallow whatever is fed to thep
the classroom.

Itis nowonder then that Mark Ridley of Oxford University wrat

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

There are evolutionists who dogmatically contend for the “op
\ous” observation of evolution in the fossil record; however, th(ﬁ-

D

ofany, fossil or living, | would certainly have included them.... | will Jay

That brings us to the fossil record. Evolutionists parade in front

n of

one kind of organism into another. However, at best, these foss|ls are
it

major groups of organisms that even evolutionists debate. Harvard

precious little in the way of intermediate forms; transitions between

Vi-
are
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@natics blinded by emotion and irrational belief in evolution.
other evolutionists question the “obvious” observations of t
fanatics, one is compelled to suspect the motives of the fa
Certainly this shows that they lack objectivity and that the “obvi

of life from molecules, almost every biology textbook | have
includes the experiments of Stanley Miller and Sidney Fox.

for evolution has creptinto education. Miller designed an experi
to test the formation of amino acids in a simulation of early e
atmosphere. Following are the problems with this landmark exper
for evolution that are not mentioned in these “books of educat
First, both evolutionists and creationists reject the atmosphere
chose as representative of the early earth. Second, the exp
demonstrated that both right and left handed amino acids nat
formed. Yetliving cells have only left handed amino acids. Third
experiment produced formaldehyde. Formaldehyde reacts with
acids and prevents the formation of protein chains. No protein ¢
means no evolution. Fourth, Miller built a cold trap into the experi
to prevent the destruction of the molecules that were formed.
such anintelligently designed experiment simulate natural, haph
conditions of early earth? Miller's experiment shows that the evol
of cells cannot even get past the first step. Read Miller's repor
yourselfrather than accept your book’s fanatical conclusions. Mil
report on his original experimentisin any University library. Ask your
teacher questions about the validity of the interpretations and cg

or perhaps just as ignorant as most about Miller’s original experir
Likewise, Sidney Fox supposedly showed the feasibility of

evolution of cells from molecules. However, just the opposite
shown. Read Fox’s publication, and you discover that he did no

with the products formed in the simulated early earth conditions of
Miller's experiment. Why? Because the chemistry of the products
e of

{vould not produce proteins. Instead, Fox began with a pure mixt

23
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/Ieft—handed amino acids. In addition, he discovered that the con
to produce proteins required dry heat for not less than four hou
not more than six hours, followed by immediate immersion int
water, and thenimmersion into cold water to preserve the protei
formed. Does this sound like natural, haphazard conditions? St
who accepttheir books’ conclusions of Miller's and Fox’s experim
that evolution was demonstrated in the lab have been duped. |
of following the gullible crowd, you should ask questions and t
about what you are reading. Any teacher who says that evolut

If you read the previous chapter on the evidence for the exis

to establish itself. The evidence leads to the conclusion that
created the universe. It is not surprising, then, that evidence su
the creation origins of life as well. For example, biochemist Ha
Morowitz wrote in his booEnergy Flow in Biologyhat the probabil
ity of eventhe smallesttheoretical cell evolvingis 1:10to the 340,00
power. This number shows that evolution of life from moleculg
impossible. The mathematical number for impossibility . 100

cells even with the most sophisticated equipment and intellig
controlled experiments. Itisimpossible. The necessity for the cre|
of the universe and the creation of life leads one to logically cong
and predict that organisms were created as defined population
gaps in the fossil record and the general isolation of organism
support this prediction. The creation model is, indeed, a mod
scientific credibility.

of God, you will notice that the creation model has a solid foundat

wonder evolutionists cannot demonstrate evolution of molecules
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The Philosophy of A
God’s Existence

It is impossible to prove that God does not exist. Thus, on

minded people have been duped into rejecting God. However, the
answers to atheistic arguments.

common, silly argument asks, “If God can do anything, can He cr

engage the serious mind in a search for truth. Such question
designed to define God into logically impossible conditions, and

Yes. There are many things God cannot do. The Bible says thal
God. Heis notdefined by humans. Instead, He defines the human

The following questions are often used as reasons to que
God'’s existence. However, such questions have nothing to dg

God does things the way He does. Agreeing or disagreeing with
or how God does things has no more affect on His existence than
your agreeing or disagreeing with me affect my existence. To
contrary, the following questions presuppose His existence.

How canaloving God allow pain and misery in the worldPainand
misery are the consequences of sin. God allows us to experienc
consequences of sin to show us how bad it is. Out of love, He reg
outtousto deliver us from our sin. Out of mercy, He offers forgiver
in spite of our rebellion and rejection of Him. It would be unloving g
unmerciful of God to deny us the experience of the horrors of sin
the midst of sin and suffering, we deny God and blame Him for
troubles, how much more we would use the excuse that we do nat
God because there are no problems and no pain associated wi
sins. In fact, most people would deny that there is sin if there wer

\pain. Y.

25

eis

forced to concede, at least, that there may be a God. Atheigm is
intellectually void of reason and thus dishonest. Nonetheless, |there
are many attempts to disprove God’s existence, and many simple-

reare

Consider the following common questions that puzzle peop|e. A

eate

a rock that He cannot lift?” This question is designed to play, not to

S are
are

nothing more than toys for the mind. Is there anything God cannot do?

titis

impossible for God to lie. God does not have to do “everything” 1o be

mind.

stion
with

God’s existence. These are questions about God’s motives, about why

why
does
the

e the
iches
ess
nd
Ifin
our
need
th our
e no
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4 N

Why does God allow bad things to happen to good peopl€Rere
are no good people inthe world. Some are better and kinder than others.
But the Bible says that “all have sinned, and come short of the glory
of God.” (Romans 3:23). For this reason, every personregardless of age
religion, sex, etc., are subjected to the same hardships that are cg
to everyone (First Corinthians 10:13).

Why does God allow innocent victims and babies to suffer at th
hands of bad peopleBuch inflicted misery is the result of sin. G
allows such events to occur to demonstrate to us that sin toucheg
life, shows no mercy, and has no favorites. The blame for such mi

to live by their own rules—a world of rebellion, pain, and sorro

There are many more questions that could be answered; howgver,

us reason together.” If this invitation surprises, you should reconsider
your conclusions about Him. God is not afraid of reason. Itis a part of
good religion. He is the one who created the ability to reason, betause
itwill lead to Him.
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