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GOD IS THE FOUNDATION 
OF NATURE AND PHYSICS

“In the beginning God created the heavens and 
the earth.” Genesis 1:1 

“Do you know the ordinances of the heavens, or 
fix their rule over the earth?” Job 38:33 

“Great are the works of the Lord; they are 
studied by all who delight in them.’ Psalm 111:2



GOD IS THE FOUNDATION 
OF SCIENCE

❖ God has created nature and 
the laws of nature, which 
make science possible.

❖ The scientific method (rather 
than science in general) is our 
tool to understand nature.

❖ God and good science are 
mutually enriching.



PREVIEW

Section One: The negative (warning: many will find 
this disturbing, especially those who have an 
unquestioning faith in science) 

Section Two: The positive for both science and faith



THE BAD NEWS: 
SCIENCE IS NOT AS 

TRUSTWORTHY AS MANY 
BELIEVE
Section One



GOOD, SOLID SCIENCE … 
AND THE NOT-SO-GOOD

Experimental 
Science

Inference 
Science Science Fantasy

Trustworthy*

* Human nature can be a problem

Problematic Not trustworthy

Can be proven  
experimentally 
-polio vaccine 
- PW100

Experiment or  
Evidence + leap 
(Leafs e.g.) 
Forensic science 
macroevolution

“made-up” 
Not testable 
Multiverse 
Universe from nothing 
Origin of life scenarios



Properly practiced, it is 
very trustworthy 

Problem: The pressure of 
academic advancement, 
and competition for 
funding have resulted in a 
very large corruption 
problem within laboratory 
science.

Experimental 
Science



RESULT
• Begley & Ellis, Nature, 2012, 89% of ‘landmark’ 

papers in haematology and oncology could not be 
replicated.

• Nature, 2017, “numerous studies (most recently in 
psychology and cancer biology) have confirmed that 
failure to replicate published findings is the norm.”



What the current literature says about this
1. ''Severe' figure manipulation found in studies from leading plant lab', Nature, Sept. 

2018.
2. 'What is threatening science?', Project Syndicate, by Jeremy Baumberg Sept. 2018.
3. 'Academic Activists Send a Published Paper Down the Memory Hole', Quillette, 

Sept. 2018.
4. JAMA Journals Retract Six Papers by Cornell Researcher, The Scientist, Sept. 2018.
5. Sabine Hossendfelder,'Science has a problem, and we must talk about it', Sept 2018.
6. 'No more excuses for non-reproducible methods',Â Nature, 2018.
7. 'Replication Failures Highlight Biases in Ecology and Evolution Science', The 

Scientist, August, 2018.
8. '35,000 papers may need to be retracted for image doctoring, says new paper', 

Retraction Watch, June 2018
9. 'Scientists Rarely Admit Mistakes. A New Project Wants to Change That', UNDARK, 

July, 2018.
10.'Opinion: We Must Demand Evidence of Peer Review', The Scientist, May 2018.
11.'Nature says it wants to publish replication attempts. So what happened when a 

group of authors submitted one to Nature Neuroscience?' Retraction Watch, May 
2018.

12.'Recognizing "Spin" in the Scientific Literature', PLOS Blogs, May 2018.
13.'NAS Launches New Report: "The Irreproducibility Crisis of Modern Science" 

', National Association of Scholars, April 2018.

https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-018-06814-2
https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/three-trends-threaten-science-research-by-jeremy-j-baumberg-2018-09
https://quillette.com/2018/09/07/academic-activists-send-a-published-paper-down-the-memory-hole/
https://www.the-scientist.com/news-opinion/jama-journals-retract-six-papers-by-cornell-food-scientist--64828
http://backreaction.blogspot.com/2018/09/science-has-problem-and-we-must-talk.html
https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-018-06008-w
https://www.the-scientist.com/features/replication-failures-highlight-biases-in-ecology-and-evolution-science-64475
https://retractionwatch.com/2018/06/29/35000-papers-may-need-to-be-retracted-over-image-duplication-says-new-paper/
https://undark.org/article/loss-of-confidence-project-replication-crisis/
https://www.the-scientist.com/?articles.view/articleNo/54621/title/Opinion--We-Must-Demand-Evidence-of-Peer-Review/
https://retractionwatch.com/2018/05/08/nature-says-it-wants-to-publish-replication-attempts-so-what-happened-when-a-group-of-authors-submitted-one-to-nature-neuroscience/
https://retractionwatch.com/2018/05/08/nature-says-it-wants-to-publish-replication-attempts-so-what-happened-when-a-group-of-authors-submitted-one-to-nature-neuroscience/
https://retractionwatch.com/2018/05/08/nature-says-it-wants-to-publish-replication-attempts-so-what-happened-when-a-group-of-authors-submitted-one-to-nature-neuroscience/
http://blogs.plos.org/scicomm/2018/05/01/recognizing-spin-in-the-scientific-literature/
https://www.nas.org/articles/nas_launches_new_report_the_irreproducibility_crisis
https://www.nas.org/articles/nas_launches_new_report_the_irreproducibility_crisis


Point: If this is the case in an area of science 

where results can be tested to see if they can 

be reproduced, we must exercise caution in 

accepting scientific conclusions that cannot be 

be tested and reproduced (e.g., scientific 

narratives about the past).



This occurs when we take good, solid, 
reproducible scientific results, and then make 
substantial extrapolations and assumptions to 
cover areas we cannot reproduce. 

Results: range from reliable all the way to 
creative story-telling.

Inference 
Science



Problem: Scientism
Scientism: ‘Science explains 
everything’ (Atheism dressed up 
as science)

Result: Science absolutely must 
come up with a natural 
explanation for everything, no 
matter the cost.

Result: Will produce bad science 
when addressing things that 
nature did not produce (e.g., the 
universe, life, and minds

Richard Dawkins and Lawrence Krauss



EXAMPLE #1: EVOLUTIONARY 
STORY-TELLING

‘The origin of the very first 
species and the start of 
Darwinian evolution’, Phys Org, 
Nov 2015

‘presumably, probably, possible, 
might have, at some time, possible 
scenario, could have, proposed, 
over time, eventually generated, 
researchers believe, seems likely, is 
conceivable, incidentally 
coincided, potentially survived, …  
(28 wishful thinking words in 2 
pages).



EXAMPLE #2: ANYTHING 
BUT GOD

Eugene Koonin, evolutionary 
biologist: probability of origin 
of life is so small, we cannot 
expect it to occur anywhere in 
the universe.

Solution: an infinite number 
of universes would solve the 
probability problem

Koonin E., Biology Direct, 27 June 2007



EXAMPLE #3: UNWARRANTED 
EXTRAPOLATIONS

Scientific fact: Variation within species occurs 

Extrapolation: Assumes this variation is unlimited, so 
all the plants and animals could have originated from 
just one simple organism.

Prediction: there are no limits to variation.

Falsification: every experiment to date has shown 
there are limits to variation, including the LTEE.

Darwinian evolution is falsified but scientism says it 
is true at all costs.



This occurs when scientists make up a theory that 
cannot be tested scientifically 

Example #1: The multiverse 

Example #2: The “universe from nothing” (Krauss) 

Ellis and Silk, ‘Scientific Method: Defend the integrity 
of physics’, Nature, December 2014: “the scientific 
method is at stake” 

Science Fantasy



Bottom Line: 21st Century science (“modern 

science”) does not hold the moral high 

ground when it comes to truth. In reality, it 

has become a mix of good science, bad science, 

creative story-telling, science fiction, scientism 

(atheism dressed up as science), citation-bias, huge 

media announcements followed by quiet 

retractions, massaging the data, exaggeration for 

funding purposes, and outright fraud. 



THE GOOD 
NEWS: 

THERE IS GOOD SCIENCE 
AND IT POINTS TO GOD

Section Two



THE ORIGIN OF THE 
UNIVERSE

Science confirms that the 
universe had a beginning 
and is extremely fine-
tuned to support life, to 
such an extent that some 
suspect it was created for 
that purpose.



BIOLOGICAL LIFE

All of life contains enormous amounts of digital 
information encoded in its DNA 

The only thing science has ever observed that 
can produce significant levels of functional or 
meaningful information is an intelligent mind. 

Conclusion: The fingerprints of an intelligent 
Creator are all over the DNA of life.



MIRACLES AND SCIENCE

If God has, and continues 
to, intervene in this world 
in a supernatural way, 
there will be events that 
science will find it 
impossible to explain and, 
if it tries, it will draw very 
wrong conclusions



Good wine takes about two weeks to ferment, another 
few weeks to clarify, and about a year to properly age. 

Jesus made good wine from water in seconds or less. 

Science would say the wine shows solid, irrefutable 
evidence of being a year old (over 30 million times as 
old as it actually is, if it took 1 second to make)

WATER TO WINE 
EXAMPLE



WATER TO WINE 
EXAMPLE

Wine requires carbon compounds but there is no carbon 
in water (H2O). 

To get carbon would require nuclear fission of the 
oxygen forming the water, resulting in a thermo-nuclear 
holocaust … end of wedding. 

Looking for a scientific explanation is obviously the 
wrong way to go for miracles performed by God.



BOTTOM LINE
1. Beware of the influence of scientism when thinking 

about divine miracles. Science does not have to 
explain how a miracle occurred in order to give the 
miracle more credibility. 

2. At some point, a Christian must put their faith in 
the Bible as the Word of God, as trustworthy … 
more trustworthy than a narrative science/
scientism might construct in it’s extrapolation and 
interpretation of the past, of life, and other 
miracles.



CONCLUDING THOUGHTS

All science’s contributions to humanity have been of the 
first, trustworthy experimental type. 

Conflict begins when science merges with scientism, and 
assumes, interprets, extrapolates, and even fantasizes. 

Putting our faith in modern science is naive, due to 
scientism, and the frailties of human nature. 

Science is our tool to figure out how nature works … as 
best as we can. Honestly done, it glorifies God.



For further thoughts on many issues, including science … 

P2c.sh/contemplations


