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Introduction:  It is no surprise that many people choose to trust their 
financial security and even their very livelihood to the Laws of Probability. 
They hope that the value of their stocks will increase over time, or that bonds 
are usually a "safe bet," or, if they're willing to take a somewhat greater risk, 
they'll invest in commodities or other higher risk options in hope that their 
financial windfall will be greater. Professional gamblers "play the odds" to an 
even greater risk, and everyone knows that casinos make their money by 
depending on the Laws of Probability, that their patrons will typically lose 
more to them than they'll win. Many people will gamble away a few dollars in 
lotteries despite the fact that the odds against their winning are several 
million to one. But would the average person be willing to gamble on a ten 
million dollar lottery with his or her month's wages if the odds were a million 
to one? Maybe. What if they were a billion to one? Probably not. What if they 
were one hundred trillion to one? No way! It is surprising, then, that 
multitudes of people are so easily willing to gamble on eternal issues against 
probabilities that far exceed our very comprehension. By ignoring God, or 
even denying Him, they disdain the overpowering evidence of intelligent 
design in the creation. 

 
The Universe: Seeing God's Fingerprints 

Since the 1980's physicists have been increasingly amazed at 
how closely calibrated the universe appears to be for the 
existence of life, and the term "anthropic principle" (from the 
Greek term anthropos for man) was coined to describe how so 
many unrelated mathematical forces in nature seem incredibly 
specific for this purpose.* Some have attempted to explain away 
such coincidences by postulating a multiverse, i.e., that that our 
universe is only one of many that exist in other dimensions, and 
that we just happened to exist in the one conducive for life. This, 
obviously, is pure speculation without any scientific basis, an 
invention of wishful thinking and a desperate attempt to escape 
the ramifications of believing in an Intelligent Designer. 
 
- Fined Tuned by Design - 
Astronomer Hugh Ross has cataloged over 30 natural forces that 
exist in such narrow parameters that life could not exist if just 
small variations occurred (Big Bang Refined by Fire, 1998, Reasons 

to Believe, Pasadena, CA). The following are just three examples: 

 Strong Nuclear Force Constant - if larger, hydrogen could 
not form and the atomic nuclei for most life-essential 
elements would be unstable. If smaller, elements heavier 
than hydrogen could not form (hence, no life chemistry). 

 Gravity - if stronger, stars would be too hot and burn out 
too quickly and unevenly for life chemistry. If less, stars  
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*"Through my scientific work I have come 
to believe more and more strongly that the 
physical universe is put together with an 
ingenuity so astonishing that I cannot 
accept it merely as brute fact. . . I cannot 
believe that our existence in this universe is 
a mere quirk of fate, an accident of history, 
and incidental blip in the great cosmic 
drama." - Paul Davies, former professor of 
theoretical physics at the University of 
Adelaide - The Mind of God, (NY, 
Touchstone, 1992), 16, 232 
 
*"I do not believe that any scientists who 
examined the evidence would fail to draw 
the inference that the laws of nuclear 
physics have been deliberately designed 
with regard to the consequences they 
produce inside stars. - astrophysicist Sir 
Fred Hoyle - quoted by John Barrow and 
Frank Tipler, The Anthropic Cosmological 
Principle (Oxford: Oxford Univ. Press, 
1986), 22 
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would be too cool to ignite nuclear fusion, and many 
elements needed for life would not form.* 

 Cosmological Constant - this deals with the energy 
density of empty space and could feasibly have any 
value, positive or negative. If larger and positive, it would 
act as a repulsive force and prohibit the particle matter in 
the universe clumping together to form galaxies, stars, 
etc. If stronger and negative, the universe would tend to 
collapse upon itself. It's value is actually (and 
unexpectedly) ridiculously small, estimated at one part in 
a hundred million billion billion billion billion billion.** 

- Our Solar System - 
The most popular explanation as to the origin and evolution of 
our own solar system is called the Nebular Hypothesis, which 
postulates that, long ago, it existed as the aftermath of a cosmic 
explosion and in the shape of a huge rotating wheel of gas and 
dust with a central blob ("proto-sun") that all condensed into 
our present sun and orbiting planets. Do the actual, observable 
facts line up with such a chance-through-time scenario? Aside 
from the mystifying problem of how the projectiles from a "big 
bang" could have fallen out in the shape of a rotating wheel . . . 

 The Testimony of the Sun - How could a rotating wheel 
form a sun that spins so slowly on its axis? The loss of the 
"proto-sun's" diameter as it condensed would have 
increased its speed of rotation, much like a figure skater 
who spins faster as his or her arms are pulled in close to 
maintain angular momentum. Yet, although the sun 
possesses 99 6/7% of the mass of the solar system, it has 
only 2% of its angular momentum. In contrast, the small 
but rapidly orbiting planets make up only 1/7 of 1% of 
the mass of the solar system but possess 98% of its 
angular momentum. 

 The Testimony of the Planets - They stand in defiance of 
a chance-through-time mechanism. A "gas-dust cloud" 
cosmology would predict regularity of motion, and 
evolutionists are quick to point out that 
o all nine planets move around the sun in the same 

direction and in nearly circular orbits 
o all lie in basically the same plane of orbit 
However, although Mercury and Earth predictably spin 
forward on their axis in reference to their plane of orbit 
around the sun, Venus spins backward on its axis 
(retrograde motion) and Uranus spins sideways--so, one 
backward, seven forward, and one sideways. How can 
two planets misbehave if they were formed from the 
same rotating gas-dust cloud? Not only so, some of the  

 
 
*Physicist and philosopher Robin Collins 
illustrates the narrow value of life-
sustainable gravity by imagining the 
possible settings of its total range of force 
as a ruler of one inch increments that 
extends completely across the universe. If 
the actual force varied more than one inch, 
the impact of life in the universe would be 
catastrophic! (interviewed by Lee Strobel, 
The Case for a Creator, Zondervan, 2004), 
131-132. 
 
 
 
**Collins compares this probability to that 
of throwing a dart from outer space at the 
earth and striking a bull's eye less than the 
size of a solitary atom (p. 133-134) 
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planets have misbehaving moons, e.g., out of the 12 
moons of Jupiter, eight orbit one way and four orbit the 
other (retrograde). Neptune has two moons, traveling in 
opposite directions.* 

 The Testimony of Saturn - It was originally dismissed as a 
spin-off of a dust cloud explosion by naturalistic, atheistic 
scientists, who believed Saturn's rings were the chance 
occurrence of a couple of moons that smashed up, 
spewing out dust particles which were held by its gravity. 
What did Voyager I show us? 
o Saturn does not possess just a few rings--there are 

over one thousand, including intertwining or 
"braided" rings that move in complicated patterns 

o transecting these rings are rays or "spokes" that 
cannot be fully understood 

o within these rings are fourteen moons 

 
- Our "Privileged" Planet - 
It has been a popular notion to imagine that, with all of the 
billions of galaxies and their stars, there must be an innumerable 
number "out there" that share similar conditions to our own, so 
that we are not alone in the universe and evolution on other 
habitable planets should have occurred elsewhere. Yet, the 
more we study our own planet, the more unique it appears and 
the less likelihood there is that life-sustaining environments 
could exist elsewhere.* 

 The earth's atmosphere is unique--high in free oxygen 
(found only in trace amounts on other planets) and at 
just the right proportion. If more oxygen were present, 
combustion would occur more energetically, rocks and 
minerals would oxidize faster, adversely affecting life. If 
less oxygen were available, breathing would be more 
difficult and the vitally important ozone layer above the 
atmosphere would be decreased. 

 The earth is 93 million miles from the sun. If it were a few 
million miles closer, there would be significant melting of 
the ice caps and glaciers which would cause more 
absorption of the sun's heat to where life could not exist. 
If the earth were a few million miles further away, the 
opposite would occur--a drastic increase in cold. 

 The earth is tilted on its axis 23-1/2 degrees off vertical. If 
it were vertical, the equatorial regions would be 
intolerably hot and the polar regions much colder, with 
only the middle latitudes being suitable for habitation. 
Crops would be reduced by half. Similarly, the earth 
rotates every 24 hours. If it were slower, extremes of hot 

 
 
 
 
*Could they have all somehow gotten 
"bumped" to change their direction of 
spin? But the fantastic weight and 
momentum of a planetary body spinning in 
the vacuum of space precludes such a 
ridiculous idea--how could such an object 
be "bumped" in such a way as to reverse its 
direction of spin? Destruction would result! 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*Not only so, as noted by Jay Richards and 
Guillermo Gonzalez in their book The 
Privileged Planet (Regnery Publ., 2004), our 
planet Earth appears to have been 
optimally located within our Milky Way 
Galaxy for observing and studying the rest 
of the universe, as if it were purposefully 
and ideally placed. 
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and cold during the day and night cycles would result; if 
it were faster, the daily routines of plants and animals 
would be adversely affected. 

 Water, so necessary for life, is a rare commodity in space 
but plentiful on earth. 

 We are the only planet with one large moon, the mass 
ratio of moon to earth being more than ten times more 
than any other planet-satellite pair in the solar system. 
The moon is positioned perfectly to produce tides that 
have an inestimable cleansing effect on the ocean's 
shorelines. Interestingly, the moon is perfect in size so as 
to give a perfect eclipse of the sun, providing a precise 
historical time record (it is 400 times smaller in diameter 
than the sun but likewise 400 times closer to the earth). 

 
- The Silent Witness of Our Moon - 
From an evolutionary point of view, the origin of the moon has 
continued to baffle scientists. Some improbable solutions have 
been offered: 

 Fission or Split-off Theory ("Mother-Daughter" theory) - 
postulates that billions of years ago when our earth was 
hot, molten, and spinning at great speed, a whole piece 
of crust flew off leaving the Pacific Ocean as a scar. Most 
astronomers reject this theory; among the reasons are: 
o There is no evidence that the earth was ever spinning 

that fast; the present combined earth-moon system 
has less than half the angular momentum needed for 
such fission to have occurred. 

o Even if it were spinning that fast, it never would have 
thrown a piece that big out of itself. But even if it did, 
the piece never could have gone more than 10,000 
miles into space without being destroyed by the 
tremendous stress of mutual gravitational forces 
(Roche's Limit) 

o But even if it was not, how could such a piece have 
been flung out in space one quarter million miles, 
stop, turn sideways, and go into a circular orbit? 

 Capture ("Husband-Wife" theory) - postulates that a 
wandering moon was captured by our earth's 
gravitational field. More insurmountable problems: 
o No moon could have been "wandering around" in our 

solar system; if it were moving too slowly it would 
have rushed into the sun; if too fast, it could not have 
been captured 

o Even if it had come close, it would have destroyed 
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itself and damaged the earth. For the excessive 
energy to dissipate, such orbiting bodies must 
encounter one another many times at specific speeds 
and distances (there are tremendous laws of celestial 
mechanics and astrophysics to deal with!) 

o Even if it had, the resulting orbit would be elliptical, 
not circular as it is 

 Condensation or Nebular ("Brother-Sister" theory) - 
holds that both the earth and the moon condensed from 
some common "cosmic womb" of gas and dust. But . . . 
o Gas and dust particles have not got sufficient mass to 

attract one another in space; such a theory of 
condensation is purely wishful thinking. 

o The Apollo mission to the moon proved that the 
chemical composition of the moon is so different 
from the earth (e.g., the moon's density is one third 
less than earth's) that they could not have had a 
common origin. This also destroys the Fission theory. 

The Origin of Life 

 
- Building Blocks and Stumbling Blocks - 
Naturalistic evolution's answer to the origin of life rests purely 
on un-provable, non-testable assumptions such as the following: 

 Early Atmospheric Conditions 
We presently live in an oxidizing atmosphere of oxygen, 
nitrogen, carbon dioxide, and water vapor. Oxygen 
readily combines with other chemical compounds, and 
scientists know that it is impossible for reduced organic 
compounds--such as those found in living organisms--to 
have synthesized (combined) with each other into more 
complex compounds since they would have combined 
spontaneously with oxygen to create more stable forms. 
So scientists have assumed a "reducing atmosphere" of 
methane, ammonia, hydrogen, and water vapor to allow 
for the spontaneous synthesis of organic compounds. 
o But the most reliable geologic data points to a similar 

oxidizing atmosphere early in the earth's history (e.g., 
precipitation of limestone in great quantities, 
oxidizing of ferrous iron to ferric oxide during the 
Keewatin period--rock deep in the geologic column) 

o Even if there was no free oxygen in the early 
atmosphere, that would mean there was no 
protective ozone layer which would have allowed 
ultraviolet rays through to the earth, destroying 
whatever life might have been evolving! 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Gerald P. Kuiper, a noted astrophysicist and 
proponent of the Gas-Dust Cloud theory, 
admitted that such "particles" would have 
to be as large as the moon itself before 
gravitational forces would have been 
significant enough to draw them together. 
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 Spontaneous Synthesis of Simple Chemical Compounds 
There are tremendous odds against the formation of 
even the most simple organic compounds (amino acids, 
purines, pyrimidines, sugars) which serve as building 
blocks for more complex (but lifeless) macromolecules. 
o huge quantities of these simple compounds would be 

required for an adequate concentration to form the 
assumed "primordial oceanic soup." But known 
thermodynamic/kinetic processes aren't capable of 
making such concentrations since the ocean contains 
350 million cubic miles of water, and billions of tons 
of organic matter would be required for a significant 
concentration. 

o However, in 1953, Dr. Stanley Miller put an electric 
charge through a mixture of methane, ammonia, 
hydrogen, and water vapor to show how this might 
have been accomplished, simulating lightning 
through an early atmosphere. A few amino acids 
were formed, and the scientific world was ecstatic! 
But note the following: 
 comparing amino acids to a living cell is like 

comparing a piece of clay brick to a skyscraper! 
 a very artificial aspect was incorporated into 

Miller's apparatus--a cold water trap which 
collected and preserved the material. Without 
this trap the energy source necessary for the 
production of these compounds would also break 
down and destroy them so that no detectable 
quantity would be available in the ocean 

 life is composed of combinations of only "left-
handed" amino acids, but Miller's experiment 
yielded both left and right-handed, and the 
formation of both would have canceled out 
further processes 

 Spontaneous Synthesis of Complex Compounds 
Even if we grant the evolutionist an efficient mechanism 
for producing these simple compounds in the primitive 
ocean, there are overwhelming difficulties in the 
formation of more complex but lifeless macromolecules. 
Simple compounds (monomers) do not spontaneously 
combine to form more complex compounds (polymers) 
unless energy is properly applied; actually, polymers tend 
to naturally break down to form monomers!  
o spontaneous polymerization would require an uphill 

reaction, i.e., working against thermodynamic law. 
o some have suggested  that the sun would have been 

the necessary source of energy. However, such 
uncontrolled, undirected energy is destructive, not  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Stanley Miller's apparatus 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The Second Law of Thermodynamics states 
that the amount of energy in finite systems 
runs down or moves from order to 
disorder. 
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constructive, for energy must be specifically applied 
to organize these compounds in a precise manner. 

o the formation of protein, DNA or RNA molecules 
requires hundreds of thousands of these compounds 
arranged in a very precise order. Evolution assumes 
that they somehow floated together in such a specific 
manner by chance, whereas creation predicts that it 
happened by design. Which requires more faith?! 
 most biologically active (but still lifeless!) proteins 

such as enzymes, hormones, etc. consist of a 
chain of several hundred compounds arranged in 
precise manner. If we were to take just part of a 
protein molecule, e.g., a chain of 17 different 
amino acids arranged in a particular order, the 
odds that these 17 parts floating together thusly, 
by chance, is approximately 355 trillion to one! 

 Again, such enormous odds would have to be 
overcome countless times to created sufficient 
quantities for an oceanic "soup." 

- Life Itself - 
Even if there was an ocean full of macromolecules, there would 
be no tendency for them to have spontaneously organized 
themselves into a purposeful, functioning system; rather, they 
tend to naturally break down in water. As difficult as are the 
mechanisms of creating and organizing organic compounds, 
infinitely greater is the organization and operation of a living cell 
(e.g., metabolism and reproduction). 

 There is no mechanism for natural selection in the 
nonliving world--lifeless organic chemicals could not care 
less about organization themselves! 

 To make it even more difficult, some compounds and 
processes within a cell are totally and functionally 
dependent on one another--what biochemist Michael 
Behe calls irreducible complexity (Darwin's Black Box, 
Touchstone, NY, 1996, p. 39ff). The removal just one 
component would shut down the system, much like 
removing one piece of a mousetrap would render it 
useless. Building such a complex system piece by piece 
via Darwinian evolution is highly unlikely, since all pieces 
must be in place to make a cell function. 
 

Conclusion: You have to be very, very lucky to win at atheism! 

 
 

 

 
 

A short section of a protein molecule 
 
The Law of Compound Probability is used 
to determine the possible combinations of 
a chain of different elements, e.g. . .  
of 3 different compounds = 1 x 2 x 3 = 6 
possible combinations. 
of a chain of 4 = 1 x 2 x 3 x 4 = 24 possible 
combinations 
of a chain of 12 = 1 x 2 x 3 x 4 x 5 x 6 x 7 x 8 
x 9 x 10 x 11 x 12 = 479,000,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
"To explain the origin of life in naturalistic 
terms, the evolutionist has to assume an 
atmosphere which does not exist, an 
oceanic composition which does not exist, 
and processes which no longer exist, to 
explain the generation of hypothetical 
primitive organisms which no longer exist!" 
- Dr. Henry Morris 
 
 
 
Author and speaker Ken Ham offers this 
tongue-in-cheek scenario of supposing 
that, one day, scientists are able to 
synthesize life in the laboratory: "Ladies 
and gentlemen, after years of effort by our 
most brilliant research scientists, utilizing 
sophisticated computers and laboratory 
equipment set to precise controls, we have 
finally created life in the test tube, proving 
that no intelligence was necessary in the 
beginning." 
 

http://www.google.com/imgres?q=sequence+in+chain+of+protein+molecule&hl=en&gbv=2&biw=1680&bih=855&tbm=isch&tbnid=YvlwdEcNNQhhiM:&imgrefurl=http://chemwiki.ucdavis.edu/Organic_Chemistry/Organic_Chemistry_With_a_Biological_Emphasis/Chapter__6:_Introduction_to_organic_reactivity_and_catalysis/Section_6.4:_Protein_structure&docid=9z1Ew7ZYYVJl9M&imgurl=http://chemwiki.ucdavis.edu/@api/deki/files/9500/=image058.png&w=820&h=532&ei=GcCYTrXTOuikiQL85Iy8DQ&zoom=1

