
The Bible – a scientific approach 

To many people that may seem like a contradiction in terms. ‘The Bible says that God created life but 
today we know that life arose by chance’. ‘We know that evolution is true: we can see natural selection 
at work today.’ ‘The earth is billions of years old, but the Bible says otherwise’.  

In true scientific style, let us examine the evidence.  

Our investigation must necessarily be more like that of a forensic scientist, 
looking back into the past and trying to draw conclusions from what we observe 
in the present1. This is not so straightforward as it may seem. Sherlock Holmes 
may look at the same evidence as his police counterpart, but he comes to a 
different conclusion. The policeman is usually shown to be blinkered by his 
prejudices or to have missed some vital clue. But to his mind, he has found the 
‘best fit’ solution and is sticking to it!   

As we consider the question of the origin of life, our interpretation of the evidence will be affected by 
our individual perspective. The Bible believer will see evidence of God’s handiwork; the person who 
takes a naturalistic approach will always believe that there must be a natural explanation somewhere 
for what he observes. Let us remember Sherlock Holmes famous dictum: 

Once you eliminate the impossible, whatever remains, no matter how improbable, must be 
the truth.” 

And let us see which is the one wearing the deerstalker!   

Life at the molecular level 

The more science uncovers of things at the molecular level, the more 
difficult it becomes to believe that life could have arisen by chance. The 
DNA information system in every cell operates according to a sophisticated 
computer-style language. Information and language do not arise 
spontaneously. They must originate from a mind. The complexity of the 
operations within a living cell are well illustrated in this video clip from 
Harvard University.      https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Md0bpZcr6o4 

It is difficult to conceive how so many interdependent systems within a living cell could all come 
together by random processes. 

Evolution or ‘Devolution’? 

It is indisputable that creatures change over time in order to adapt to their environment. Darwin’s 
famous observation of finches in the Galapagos effectively demonstrated how the birds’ beaks 
became modified to suit the available sources of food. But what is happening at the genetic level? 
Evolution eventually demands that new information be added to a creature’s genome. In the case of 
Darwin’s finches, certain characteristics were more successful than others depending on the food 
source: long beaks for extracting insects from trees, thick beaks for breaking open seed pods. 
However, these characteristics were already in the genome of the parent population. No new 
information was created.  

If this process is continued over many generations, the information for a variety of beak structures 
may become lost. Such is the case with the breeding of domestic animals – a similar process, albeit 

 
1 There has been no observable demonstration that life could have arisen by chance. The often-quoted Miller-
Urey experiment in 1953 produced nothing like a living biochemical system and there is no evidence for the 
‘early-earth’ conditions it purported to replicate. 

 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Md0bpZcr6o4


effected by human rather than environmental influences. A mongrel may in time give rise to a mastiff, 
but a pure-bred mastiff has lost the ability to sire a mongrel.  

Natural selection, therefore, as we observe it today, is moving in the opposite direction to evolution. 
We see a depletion rather than an addition of new genetic material.  In other words, ‘devolution’ 
rather than evolution. 

Mutations  

Recognising this, neo-Darwinians have looked to mutations as a cause of upward change. However, 
there is no evidence to show that mutations can add the information necessary to create completely 
new and functioning characteristics2. Furthermore, the amount of time which would be required for 
such complex changes to occur has not been available even during the billions of years of the 
evolutionary time scale.3 

Fossils 

What then do we make of the fossils? Are they not a record of change over millions of years? The Bible 
presents us with an alternative view. Most dead creatures are scavenged or decay without leaving an 
imprint in rock. To be turned into fossils, they must quickly be overtaken by sediment, sealed up and 
eventually permineralized. A catastrophic flood over the whole earth would account for the millions 
of dead creatures which we find buried in rock layers, laid down by water all over the earth. Stories of 
such a flood are found in cultures worldwide as well as in the book of Genesis4.  

At this point we must wear our deerstalker carefully, take up our magnifying glass and keep an open 
mind. There are pieces of evidence which unsettle the traditional interpretation of the fossil record.  

• Tree-trunk fossils are frequently found cutting across 
many geological layers (opposite). They point to a process 
of rapid burial. They would not have survived slow 
sedimentation over many thousands of years. 

• Coelacanths, examples of so-called ‘index fossils’, thought 
to be extinct for 65 million years, have been discovered 
living today. How could they have avoided being fossilized 
for those millions of years? 

• Dinosaur bones have been found to contain blood cells, 
protein and DNA, impossible if they are millions of years 
old. These are not ‘bio-films’ as some have suggested but genuine soft tissue. 

• The expected countless millions of transitional fossils are missing. Darwin noted the problem 
which still remains. Famous Harvard palaeontologist (and evolutionist) Stephen J Gould, 
wrote, “The extreme rarity of transitional forms… persists as a trade secret of Palaeontology.”5 
Other evolutionist fossil experts also admit the problem. 

These are just a few of the anomalies which suggest the Biblical account of things better fits the 
facts. For further examples, and some more technical articles, please see www.creation.com . 

 

 
2 For a full discussion of this issue, see the article: Can Mutations Create New Information? by Dr Robert W 
Carter https://creation.com/mutations-new-information   
3 See Refuting Evolution p 107 by Dr Jonathan Safarti  
4 See https://answersingenesis.org/the-flood/flood-legends/flood-legends/  
5 In an attempt to explain this, Gould posited the idea of ‘punctuated equilibrium’. There is no empirical 
biological basis for this theory, however. See https://creation.com/punctuated-equilibrium-come-of-age  
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How old is the earth? 

Again, space does not permit a full examination of the evidence. Here are a few indications that 
better support the Bible timescale of a few thousand years rather than the many millions required 
for evolution.6 

• Each year, water and winds erode dirt and rock from the continents and deposit them in the 
ocean. This material accumulates as mud on the sea floor. The present accumulation would 
be achieved in less than 12 million years. However, erosion from the waters of the Genesis 
flood running off the continents could easily have deposited this amount within a short time 
about 5000 years ago. 

• The amount of salt in the sea is steadily increasing. Even granting the most generous 
assumptions, the maximum age for the oceans of the earth is 62 million years, far fewer than 
the evolutionary age of several billion. These calculations assume the absence of any salinity 
as a starting point. The biblical time frame therefore fits well if God provided salt in the waters 
from the beginning.  

• The earth’s atmosphere today has only 0.05% of the amount of helium it would have 
accumulated in 5 billion years from the decay of radioactive elements. Deep, hot rocks are 
supposed to be over one billion years old, but their large helium retention suggests an age of 
only thousands of years. 

• Radio-metric dating of volcanic rock has proved very 
unreliable when the age of the material is known. Tests 
on rock from the lava dome of Mount St Helens indicated 
an age of between 340,000 and 2.8 million years when the 
eruption had occurred only 10 years previously7. On the 
other hand, carbon-14 which should not be detectable 
after a maximum of 90,000 years is found in coal samples 
from strata allegedly ranging in age from 37 million to 318 
million years. As a further example, an ammonite was 
discovered near Redding, California, accompanied by 
fossilized wood (opposite). Both fossils are claimed by strata-dating to be 112–120 million 
years old but yielded radiocarbon ages of only thousands of years.8 

So where does this leave Sherlock Holmes? As we saw at the beginning of our inquiry, it is well to 
remember that, like our famous detective, we are here conducting an historical, forensic type of 
investigation. On these data alone, we can only provide a ‘best fit’ conclusion. Furthermore, we 
are deciding between a naturalistic and a supernatural cause. A sceptic will always veer towards 
a naturalistic explanation and put his trust in science to come up with evidence eventually, even 
if it does not appear in the present. Ultimately his is just as much a faith position as any religious 
paradigm. In fact, as I hope we have demonstrated, the more science has discovered, the further 
away we have gone from idea of creation by gradual processes over aeons of time. 

Let the last word be with the philosopher, Professor Antony Flew. He spent much of his life 
denying the existence of God until, in 2004, he dramatically changed his mind9.  

“The most impressive arguments for God’s existence are those that are supported by recent 
scientific discoveries." 

 
6 For further examples, see https://www.icr.org/article/evidence-for-young-world/ 
7 See https://creation.com/radio-dating-in-rubble 
8 See https://answersingenesis.org/geology/carbon-14/7-carbon-14-in-fossils-coal-and-diamonds/ 
9 See There is a God by Antony Flew and Roy Abraham Varghese  HarperOne 2007 
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