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Whether it’s liberal theology, evolutionism, the age of the
earth, or moral issues (e.g., abortion and gay marriage),
these are all ultimately battles over the same issue. In 2
Corinthians 11:3, the Apostle Paul warns us about an ever-
present danger: “But I fear, lest somehow, as the serpent
deceived Eve by his craftiness, so your minds may be
corrupted from the simplicity that is in Christ.” Take one
look around our world. A need for a new reformation is
evident, both for our culture and for the church. We must
return to the Bible as our absolute authority.
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It is critical to understand that science states that natural
selection is random and undirected, meaning God (if He is
out there) did not have anything to do with it. In fact,
science is a method of searching for truth that intentionally
keeps God out of the picture. Therein, of course, lies the
rub. The Genesis account of creation puts all of the work
in the hands of God, telling us that God created all things
out of nothing. Seems like we have diametrically opposed
opinions about how we all got here. Can both be correct?
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eSponse

Dr. Roderick B. Soper

ow can a Christian biologist give a credible response to Darwinism?
Lutheran theology can give us truth that is just as reliable as science

given the way these two ways of knowing search for it.

When an evolutionary biologist is discussing evolution, he or she is typically saying that
life on Earth started with a few random events that led to the beginning of a cell. More
changes happened to the single cell, and eventually one arrives at what we see today in
the natural world. The mechanism for that change is described by Charles Darwin’s
Origin of Species (published in 1859) as natural selection. This kind
of selection works when random mutations happen to our DNA.
These mutations offer reproductive benefits that give an
organism an advantage over all other organisms resulting
in its increased survival rate.

It is critical to understand that science
states that natural selection is random and
undirected, meaning God (if He is out there)
did not have anything to do with it.
In fact, science is a method of
searching for truth that
intentionally keeps God out
of the picture. Therein, of
course, lies the rub.

It is critical to understand that
science states that natural
selection is random and un-
directed, meaning God (if he is
out there) did not have anything
to do with it. In fact, science is a
method of searching for truth
that intentionally keeps God out
of the picture. Therein, of course,
lies the rub.
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' The Genesis account of
/ creation puts all of the work in the
: hands of God, telling us that God created
all things out of nothing. Genesis also tells us
that God created all things perfectly. That means
that the creation was good when God looked at it
(good being God’s good, not man’s good). That was
until Adam and Eve sinned by eating the forbidden fruit.
God responded by telling us that He would send a Messiah
who would pay the price for our sin and restore our
relationship with Him.
Seems like we have diametrically opposed opinions
about how we all got here. Can both be correct? No. That
may surprise you a bit, but you have to understand that the
way we understand truths in science can be very similar
to the ways we understand truths outside of science. In
theory, data is collected in science then interpreted
objectively, void of human bias. That would be great if
that’s what actually happened, but it is impossible.
Origins scientists must extrapolate from what they
observe in the natural world to describe how we all got
here. It is in the extrapolation that science cannot
separate itself from its bias.
Science has an inherent bias associated with its
method. If we assume that only natural explanations
can be used to describe the origins of the Earth, then
we reject any explanation that is outside the natural
world even if the data is indicating otherwise.
Relative to our theology, we also have a bias. We
say that we must explain the origins of the Earth using
God. I hope that you can see that the information used
to explain how we all got here is not diametrically
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Science has an inherent bias
associated with its method. We
that only natural
explanations can be used to
describe the origins of the Earth,
and therefore reject any
explanation that is outside the
natural world even if the data is
indicating otherwise.

opposed, rather it is our biases, or our assumptions associated
with how we explain what we see in the natural world.

The discussion we should be having is about whether or not
it is reasonable to explain the origins of the natural world by
insisting that we cannot use an explanation that may go beyond
the natural world. From a Christian biologist’s perspective, |
would say that it is unreasonable to explain the origins of all life
for the following reason.

I know that DNA is the molecule responsible for making
proteins. Proteins are needed for the existence of all life on the
planet. Proteins are sequences of amino acids. To make a
protein, you need to hook together amino acids in a very
specific order. DNA houses the information needed to tell the
cell what that order is. Knowing this, it is reasonable to say that
DNA was created. No direct evidence exists that says that this
kind of information can be a product of chance. Therefore, it
would make sense to say that something outside of our world
wrote the manual to make proteins. If the bias I operate with
allows for explanations that go beyond what we see, then I can
say with a high degree of confidence that God created all living
things in the way Genesis describes.

Is the way science finds truth better than the way theology
finds truth? Yes, if you are trying to develop a new
microprocessor to make computers faster. But the answer is no
if you are trying to understand the origins of all living things. In
this endeavor, theology can answer questions of origins in much
the same manner that science does. M\
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