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 When was the last time you went to a 
birthday party for a dead guy? 
 Here’s your chance.  On February 12, 
2009, evolutionists everywhere will celebrate 
the 200th birthday of Charles Darwin. Darwin 
can’t make it but that won’t stop the 
celebrations that are already planned 
worldwide.  Yes, worldwide.  That’s one killer 
party. 
 Okay, so you’ll probably skip this one.  
Darwin’s legacy is no secret.  He provided an explanation of life’s origin that takes God out of 
the picture.  Instead, physical causes alone explain the incredible diversity of life on earth.  The 
famed Oxford evolutionist and vocal atheist Richard Dawkins explains the impact:  “Darwin 
made it possible to be an intellectually fulfilled atheist."i 
 Before Darwin, atheists had a problem.  If there’s no God, then how did life begin?  Darwin’s 
theory of evolution gave atheists an answer to that troublesome question.  And that’s a good 
reason for an atheist to party. 
 Of course, a theory that shuts the door on God is the worst possible news for Christians.  
That’s a party we’ve got to crash.  But how should Christians approach evolution?  Do we wave 
our Bibles at people and say we believe the Bible, not Darwin?  Are there problems with 
Darwin’s theory and if so, what are they?  Is science on our side?  Does any of this matter 
anyway? 
 
Where Do We Start? 

Most Christians experience a violent reaction when they even hear the word “evolution.”  
Alarms go off.  Defenses go up.  “Oh no, it’s evolution!  Run for your lives!”  But do we really 
need to freak out at the mere mention of evolution?   
 Well, it depends on what someone means when they use the word.  And this is our starting 
point.  The first thing we must do is define evolution.  It is used in three primary ways: 

 
Definition #1:  Evolution is change over time.   

This definition is really general.  As we observe our world we see things changing day by 
day, month by month, year by year.  An oak changes as it goes from sapling to tree.  A baby 
changes as she grows into a toddler.  Your body changes.  Seasons change.  Clothing styles 
change.  Everything changes.  In this sense of evolution everything on earth evolves.  But is this 
a problem for Christians?  Of course not.  If this is what someone means when they say 
“evolution,” no problem. 
 



Definition #2:  Evolution is the process where minor changes take place in an organism to 
produce new characteristics. 

In his famous work, Origin of the Species, Darwin distinguished two kinds of evolution.  
This is Darwin’s special theory of evolution or what we might call microevolution.  On this 
view, there is outside pressure, like climate change or a lack of food, which forces an organism 
to adapt.  So, over time, the organism adapts to its environment in order to survive.   

Maybe you’ve heard of “Darwin’s 
finches.”  They’re a species of bird on the 
Galápagos Islands where Darwin did some of 
his original research.  Scientists have 
discovered these little birds have changing 
beak sizes.  During times of drought, only 
large and hard seeds are available.  Finches 
with bigger beaks survive better because they 
can crack the hard seeds.  Those with smaller 
beaks are more likely to kick the bucket.  As 
a result, average beak size increases.  
However, when the drought is over and 
smaller seeds reappear, guess what happens?  

Finches with smaller beaks are able to eat and thrive and the average beak size returns to normal.  
This is a great example of a species, the finch, adapting to its changing environment in order to 
survive.   
 And this definition of evolution is not controversial either.  Obviously we observe it in the 
natural world.  Again, if this is what someone means when they say “evolution,” no problem.  

Here are two quick but important observations about this definition.  First, microevolution 
can actually point us to an intelligent Designer.  He was smart enough to design life in such a 
way that it can adapt to changing conditions and survive.  Second, microevolution does not tell 
us how finches got their beaks in the first place.  For that explanation, a third definition of 
evolution is required. 
 
Definition #3:  Evolution is the process where major changes take place in an organism to 
produce new kinds of organisms.   

Look at Definition #2 again.  Notice the difference here.  On this third definition, we’ve got 
“major changes” and “new kinds of organisms.”  This is Darwin’s general theory of evolution or 
what we might call macroevolution.  Macroevolution is microevolution on steroids.  Just 
remember “micro” means small and “macro” means big, so we’re talking about big changes.  
And this was Darwin’s revolutionary idea.  This is why Darwin gets the big party.   

Darwin saw microevolution happening within a species, like the finches.  However, he didn’t 
see any limits to the change.  Given enough change and enough time, one species could develop 
new body parts and become an entirely new organism.  Eventually, toads become turkeys.  Over 
millions of years, wolves become whales.  The process of macroevolution could explain all the 
diversity of life on earth.   

Okay, now we’ve got a problem.  When people talk about evolution in this sense, it’s time to 
crash the party.   
 
 



Maybe the Most Important Thing to Remember 
You may be asking, “So what?”  Why spend so much time on definitions?  Here’s why.  

When we look at the evidence offered for macroevolution, there’s a huge, massive, gi-normous 
problem.  Virtually every shred of evidence offered is evidence of microevolution.  Change in 
finch beak size.  Changing colors in peppered moths.  Additional wings on fruit flies.  Changing 
human genes.  

Recently, I was talking to an atheist student on the campus of U.C. Berkeley.  He argued 
changes within salamanders were proof of macroevolution.  Did I deny such changes?  
Absolutely not.  Remember, changes within a group of salamanders (microevolution) are 
uncontroversial.  But I pointed out that his salamanders always remain salamanders.  Yes, it is 
change but it’s merely change within the same species.  Finches stay finches, moths stay moths, 
and fruit flies stay fruit flies.  To prove macroevolution, he needed evidence that one species 
evolves into a completely different kind of organism.  Where’s the evidence that salamanders 
eventually become something other than salamanders?  That’s exactly the kind of evidence this 
young atheist could not produce.   

So, the next time you hear about some “major discovery” for evolution, don’t be intimidated.  
Just ask a simple question:  Is this evidence of microevolution or macroevolution?   
 
Wait, the Fossil Record is Evidence of Macroevolution, Right?  

Of course, scientists suggest there is evidence for macroevolution.  They point to the fossil 
record.  They argue we have transitional forms.  These are intermediate fossils that demonstrate 
gradual change from one type of species to another.  Scientists hold up examples like 
Archaeopteryx.  Maybe you’ve seen this lizard-like-bird fossil in your biology book (if not, 
google it).  Supposedly, it’s a transitional form between lizards and birds.  But there’s a major 
problem with transitional forms in general.  

A few potential transitional examples here and there are not enough.  Evolutionists need a lot 
more.  Darwin said so himself in Origin of the Species.  “The number of intermediate and 
transitional links, between all living and extinct species, must have been inconceivably great 
(emphasis mine).”  In other words, if Darwin’s theory is true we should find tons of transitional 
forms in the fossil record.  But we don’t.   

Take Archaeopteryx as an example.  Where are the 
“inconceivably great” number of fossils showing the evolution 
from lizard to Archaeopteryx?  Don’t have them.  And where 
are the “inconceivably great” number of fossils showing the 
evolution from Archaeopteryx to bird?  Don’t have them either.  
The fossil record should show how you get all the way from 
lizard to bird.  Only one fossil?  C’mon.  In fact, many 
scientists today consider Archaeopteryx nothing more than an 
extinct species of bird.  Yeah, maybe it’s a weird-looking 
animal but so is the duck-billed platypus.  And nobody 
considers it a transitional form between ducks and beavers.   

But don’t take my word for it.  Ask a paleontologist, the 
scientists who study the fossil record.  Better yet, ask one of 
the world’s leading paleontologists, Niles Eldredge.  When it 
comes to paleontology, Niles is a rock star.  He says the fossil 
record has produced no evidence of transitional forms.  In a 



moment of honesty, Niles writes that it is no surprise “paleontologists shied away from evolution 
for so long.  It never seems to happen.”ii   
 No gradual changes from one type of species to another in the fossil record.  No 
“inconceivably great” number of transitional forms.  No, the fossil record is not evidence of 
macroevolution. 
 
Where Does the Evidence Really Point?  

In January of 2004, the atheist community was stunned by a major announcement.  Antony 
Flew, probably the world’s most influential atheist of the last 50 years, publicly acknowledged 
his move from atheism to belief in God’s existence (he hasn’t embraced Christianity just yet, 
though).  Let me give you some perspective. Flew’s announcement is equivalent to Billy Graham 
calling a press conference and telling the world he is leaving Christianity.  Can you imagine the 
shockwaves throughout the Christian world?   

So why did this life-long atheist ditch atheism?  Flew said he “had to go where the evidence 
leads.”iii  And what was that evidence?  “I think that the most impressive arguments for God’s 
existence are those that are supported by recent scientific discoveries...I think the argument to 
Intelligent Design is enormously stronger than it was when I first met it.”iv   

Whoa.  Did you hear that?  A really smart atheist was convinced by the scientific evidence 
for God’s existence.  If only everyone could be as open-minded and honest as Flew.  So what is 
Intelligent Design?  And what evidence is he referring to?   
 
The Evidence for Intelligent Design 

Intelligent Design makes two basic claims:  1) Intelligent agents leave behind evidence or 
“fingerprints” and 2) in the natural world we have discovered those fingerprints.  The first claim 
is uncontroversial.   

Think about it.  You’re an intelligent 
agent.  Everywhere you go you leave 
behind evidence of your presence.  It 
could be a note you wrote, clothes you left 
on the floor, or actual fingerprints you 
smudged on a sliding glass door.  If 
someone enters a room after you and looks 
closely enough, they’ll find evidence you 
had been there.  Likewise, when we 
investigate the natural world, we find Someone’s fingerprints.  Here are two examples.   

First, scientific discoveries of the last century provide strong evidence the universe exploded 
into existence in the Big Bang.  Yes, I said the Big Bang.  And no, if you accept the Big Bang it 
does not mean you accept evolution.  This is an unfortunate myth Christians sometimes believe.  
If Big Bang evidence is persuasive to you, then you must also accept an old universe 
(approximately 12 billions years old).  But some Christians think an old earth is necessarily 
connected to evolution.  That’s nonsense.  In fact, don’t get stuck on debates about the age of the 
earth.  It’s more important that God created than when He created.  Whether you think the earth 
is young or old, Christians on both sides can join forces against macroevolution. 

The important thing about the Big Bang is it points to a beginning and therefore, to a 
Beginner or First Cause.  If you heard a small bang in the room next door and asked your mom 
what caused it and she said it was nothing, would you be satisfied with her answer?  Of course 



not.  You’d check it out for yourself.  You’d look 
for the cause of the small bang.  Well, what’s true 
of small bangs is true of big bangs.  The Big Bang 
implies a beginning and therefore, a Beginner.  
And no one fits that description better than God. 

Second, recent scientific discoveries show our 
universe is finely tuned.  This simply means there 
are certain details in the universe that had to be 
“just right” in order to produce life.  For example, 
the gravitational force must be constant.  The 
expansion rate of the universe must be constant.  
A life-sustaining solar system can have only one 
star.  And on and on.   

Scientists tell us there are more than 50 “just right” details in the universe that make life on 
planet earth possible.  What are the chances of this happening?  Really smart guys who calculate 
this stuff tell us there is a trillionth of a trillionth of a trillionth of a trillionth of a percent chance.  
In other words, there is no chance for chance.  Instead, a finely tuned universe points to a Fine 
Tuner, God.   

These are just two examples of the evidence but we’ve got more.  Biological information in 
DNA.  Irreducible complexity at the molecular level.  Earth’s special location in the universe.  
The more we discover about our universe, the more we see God’s fingerprints all around us.   
 
Why Does this Matter Anyway? 

Remember what Richard Dawkins said?  Darwin’s theory is a friend to atheism. Instead of a 
purposeful Creator as the explanation of life on earth, atheists argue we are the product of blind, 
physical, evolutionary processes.  There are two choices.  We are here on purpose or on accident.  
But isn’t one of these beliefs going to lead to entirely different actions than the other?  
Absolutely.  Make no mistake, ideas have consequences.   
 Have you heard of Jeffrey Dahmer?  He was a brutal serial killer who murdered 17 men and 
boys from 1978 to 1991, sometimes cannibalizing his victims.  In a prison interview with Stone 
Phillips of Dateline NBC, Dahmer was asked why he did what he did:   
 

“If a person doesn’t think there is a God to be accountable to, then—then what’s  
the point of trying to modify your behavior to keep it within acceptable ranges?  
That’s how I thought anyway. I always believed the theory of evolution as truth,  
that we all just came from the slime. When we, when we died, you know, that was  
it, there is nothing…”v 

 
After hearing Dahmer’s words, no one can claim evolution doesn’t matter.   

Does this mean if you believe in evolution you’re going to become a serial killer too?  Of 
course not.  But it shows the logical consequences of an evolutionary view.  Dahmer’s words 
show how evolution ultimately destroys morality.  Instead of caring for one another it’s survival 
of the fittest.  Evolution robs humanity of his special dignity.  We’re no longer made in the 
image of God but in the image of a common ancestor.    



So, rather than party on Darwin’s 200th birthday, let’s pray Darwin’s dangerous ideas 
crumble.  And let’s be the kind of intelligent and confident Christians who know the arguments 
that will bring them down.   
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