
Practical Apologetics 

Lesson 6 – Has Science Discredited the Bible? 
 
Does Evolution make God unnecessary and irrelevant? 
The Bible is not a science textbook.  It describes nature in a phenomenal way (the way things appear to the naked eye).  

This does not mean its claims about nature are false.  For example, we still speak of the sun rising and setting, but we 

know the earth is revolving around the sun, and not vice versa.  But the Bible does make many claims that are 

diametrically opposed to much of modern scientific theory, particularly in the field of Origins.  How do we decide whom 

to believe, the preacher or the physicist, the Bible or the biologist? 

 

1. Defining the Terms of Evolution 

a. Evolution – generally regarded as the atheistic, naturalistic and materialistic explanation of the origin of life. 

b. Cosmic Evolution – evolutionary theory that attempts to explain the origin of the universe. 

c. Chemical Evolution – evolutionary theory that attempts to explain the origin of first life. 

d. Biological Evolution – evolutionary theory that attempts to explain the origin of new life forms. 

e. Macro-evolution – the model of biological evolution that all varieties of life forms grew out of a single cell 

or “common ancestor” 

f. Micro-evolution – basically “biological change within kind”.  The recognized phenomenon that time, natural 

selection, and random mutations cause new characteristics to occur within kinds. 

g. Evolutionary mechanism – all forms of evolution must be postulated to arise from a sufficient cause.  

Evolution cannot be caused by magic or chance; something must cause change. 

h. Darwinian Evolution – the theory that macro-evolution is naturally and materially caused by the mechanism 

of micro-evolution, and is neither guided nor purposeful, but rather is random and without goal or end. 

i. Theistic Evolution – the theory that macro-evolution is naturally and materially caused by the mechanism of 

micro-evolution, but is guided by God’s hand and purpose. 

2. Evolution’s Dirty Little Secret 

a. The theories of Cosmic and Chemical Evolution are not in the realm of classical science, but rather history.  

The origins of the universe and the first life cannot be observed, repeated, or tested by scientists.  They are 

historical issues. 

b. Many accept Evolution as a fact, when it is in fact only a theory. 

c. Scientists are still searching for an evolutionary mechanism.  There is no known sufficient cause that 

adequately explains how macro-evolution could possibly occur.  Micro-evolution only produces change 

within kinds, and cannot grow a germ to a man. 

d. The discovery of DNA has revealed that there is a common set of “building blocks” for all of life.  But similar 

DNA patterns found in all of life do not necessarily require a common ancestor, only common building 

blocks.  Random DNA mutations are almost never progressive, but rather prohibitive to the survival of life. 

e. The evidence that we would expect Evolution to leave is not what we find.  Instead of random 

purposelessness in nature, we find evidence of exquisite design. 

f. The irreducible complexity of natural organisms point to an intelligent designer, which is antithetical to the 

idea of Evolution. 

3. The FACE behind the mask of Evolution
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a. Fossil Follies – the fossil record is a graveyard of fully formed organisms.  There are no undisputed 

transitional fossils that demonstrate an organism with partially formed characteristics.  If Evolution really 

happened (or is still happening), we would expect to find biological appendages in “evolutionary limbo”.  The 

fossil record has become such an embarrassment to Evolution that some have postulated a new theory called 

Punctuated Equilibrium (relatively rapid evolutionary change) to replace the traditional gradualist 

evolutionary theory (very slow and imperceptible evolutionary change). 

b. Ape-Men Fiction, Fraud – in the 1980s the Smithsonian Museum of Natural History had a huge exhibit 

devoted to human evolution.  The display housed glass-encased bone fragments, nearly complete skeletal 

structures, and artistic renderings of what pre-historic man may have looked like.  That exhibit has been 

stripped to the “bare bones” in recent years because scientists are discovering that what was once accepted as 
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human evolutionary evidence is either unsubstantiated, fiction, and in some cases outright fraud.  It seems that 

National Geographic annually restructures the famous human evolutionary tree in light of new “discoveries” 

because new findings don’t fit the model en vogue.  Some of the more embarrassing examples of human 

evolutionary theory include Nebraska Man, Pithecanthropus Erectus, and Piltdown Man. 

i. Nebraska Man was postulated from a single tooth found in 1922.  An identical tooth was later 

found attached to the skull of a wild pig.  Fiction 

ii. Pithecanthropus Erectus (a.k.a. Homo Erectus and Java Man) is composed of a skullcap, a thigh 

bone (found 50 ft away), and three teeth found on the island of Java in 1891.  Ignored is the fact 

that two human skulls were also found nearby.  A few years later a fact-finding team of 

evolutionary scientists wrote the Selenka Report that demonstrates that Java Man is no human 

ancestor.  Yet as recently as 1994 Time magazine included Java Man in a story on human 

evolution.  Fiction 

iii. Piltdown Man was considered the best evidence of human evolution for 40 years before being 

exposed as a fraud.  An orangutan jaw was stained and reshaped to match a human skull.  The ape 

teeth were misaligned, filed at different angles, and plugged to perpetrate the perception of an 

ape-man.  In 1953 it was formally declared a fake and is no longer used as evidence for human 

evolution.  Fraud 

c. Chance Creation – the concept of chance is often proposed as an evolutionary mechanism.  We’ve all heard 

the saying “Anything can happen by chance given enough time.”  But this misunderstands the nature of 

chance.  Webster’s dictionary defines chance as “a possibility or probability of anything happening”.  Chance 

is a term useful for describing probabilities.  It has no power in itself and is not a thing.  In a word, chance is 

no thing. It is nothing!  Chance has no power to create or produce anything, much less such ultra fine-tuned 

and irreducibly complex things like an egg, an eye, or the earth. 

d. Empirical Science Contradicted – evolution is an unproven theory, therefore it must be subjected to the 

empirical (observable and universally recognized) laws of science.  Evolution fails to harmonize with 

scientific laws of Effects, Energy Conservation, and Entropy. 

i. Effects must have adequate causes.  If we find a wristwatch in the desert, we could only conclude 

that an intelligent designer craftsman created it.  No amount of time, chance, and random action 

exerted upon elements could produce a wristwatch.  How much more complex is God’s creation! 

ii. Energy can neither be created nor destroyed in the world as we observe it, it can only be 

conserved or transformed back and forth between kinetic and potential energy.  But Evolution 

requires that the universe leapt into being (note self-causation is illogical) or that it eternally 

existed as potential and acted upon itself to become kinetic (again the notion of self-causation).  If 

all energy was potential at the beginning, only an outside force could act upon it to transform it to 

kinetic energy.  Evolution cannot identify the outside force since (in naturalistic theory) the 

universe is all that exists. 

iii. Entropy is the natural tendency of all things toward disorder and chaos.  Life inevitably moves 

toward death.  Complexity in design moves toward simplicity.  There are only three scientific 

Laws of Thermodynamics.  Entropy is the second.  If Evolution were true, it would be a fourth 

law in direct opposition to Entropy.  Evolution is a tendency toward complexity and order.  

Entropy teaches us otherwise. 

 

Practical Application 

1. Are you willing to stand for God’s creation of all, despite being ridiculed or marginalized by the world? 

2. Is your faith in God’s Word shaken at every new “discovery” of the missing evolutionary link?  Could this be an 

indicator of where your trust lies (in modern science rather than God’s Word)? 

3. Everyone acknowledges something greater than himself.  For the Christian it is the God of the Bible.  For the 

unbeliever it is a false god, an idol.  Some may call their god Mother Earth, Nature, or Fate.  Are you guilty of 

granting divine attributes such as creative power and purpose to these gods? 

4. Some Christians believe in Theistic Evolution as a way to harmonize the Bible and Evolution.  If the evidence for 

Evolution disappears, shouldn’t the Christian also discard Theistic Evolution? 


