Sermon – Has science disproved Christianity?
Good Morning/afternoon/evening everyone. Well today I am covering the last in our series of hot topics, which is has science disproved Christianity? 
The first thing I want to say is that I think science is great. As you may have picked up by now, I am fascinated by the science of cosmology, and I take a keen interest in the latest discoveries and developments in our understanding of the Universe around us. For me those words of Psalm 19 resonate powerfully – ‘The heavens declare the glory of God, the skies proclaim the work of his hands’. It was only a few weeks ago that Jo and Eric showed us that video conveying the wonder of both the vast and the tiny in Gods creation.
But I can understand why this question has come up, because in modern times Britain has developed into one of the most aggressively secular societies around. It’s the home for the so called ‘New Atheist’ movement led by the likes of Richard Dawkins and Christopher Hitchens, who take every opportunity to criticise and denigrate faith in any form.  Interestingly the recent campaign of atheist signs on buses, which you may have seen on TV, did not say there is definitely no God, only that there ‘probably’ is no God because they knew that if they were challenged they could not offer definitive proof that God does not exist.  Despite what the New Atheists assert, it is ridiculous to say, as they do, that faith is irrational.  
A recent survey in America discovered that around 40% of the scientific community there would also profess to have a personal faith, so clearly those individuals do not see that science and faith are in conflict. 
Of course the media have all too often portrayed science and religion as being at odds, but this completely misrepresents the true relationship. Here’s a clip from Prof Denis Alexander, director of the Faraday Institute on science and religion talking about the New Atheist movement. 
We have only to look back into history to discover that often scientists saw their work as an expression of their faith, and which led to a greater appreciation of both the creation and its creator. Some famous examples are Copernicus, Kepler, Galileo, Faraday, and Mendel, to name just a few. Charles Darwin, whose work is a vital part of Dawkins rationale against faith, was actually supported by many Christians in America when he published his famous work ‘The origin of species’, and there are many Christians today who recognise evolution as being within Gods process of creation, something  John Polkinghorne, one of the best known scientists who are also Christians calls ‘unfolding fruitfulness’.  
He suggests that evolution is the general way in which God chooses to work, and that the whole of the universe and the whole of life itself sprang from that very first concentration of matter and energy, rather like a huge tree can grow from a tiny seed.
Further back we find that the greatest minds in ancient Greece, at the beginnings of scientific thought and method, saw the physical and spiritual as inextricably linked.
Interestingly there are many in the Atheist community who are frankly embarrassed by Dawkins portraying faith as a mental illness and his vehement assertion that science is the only way to understand reality, as well as the belief that only the material is real. Some see the New Atheist movement as the rise of Atheistic fundamentalism, a scientism which ironically enough looks very much like fundamentalist religion.  I find it quite fascinating that in order to devise an explanation for how our Universe came about the New Atheists have embraced the theory of a Multiverse,  which suggests there are many universes existing in different dimensions, or membranes, and it was the collision of two of these membranes that triggered the first outpouring of matter and energy, known as the Big Bang which created our Universe. This theory is completely unsupported by any evidence whatsoever, and is just as much an article of faith as is belief in a God who created all things. 
But we have to recognise that there are people on both sides of the debate who see science and religion as fundamentally incompatible, and who are convinced that they need to ‘defeat’ the opposition. On one side we have the New Atheists, and on the other we have some Christians who are sometimes called Young Earth creationists, who believe in a literal interpretation of the first chapters of Genesis, that God created everything in six 24hour days, and that the Universe is no more than 10,000 years old. 
While I respect those who hold such views it seems to me that there is now such a large body of convincing evidence that suggests that our earth is around 4 billion years old, and that the Universe itself is approximately 14 billion years old, that while God could indeed create everything only 10,000 years ago, to plant such a wealth of contrary evidence suggests that God is seeking to deceive us, and that’s not the God I know and worship. Now we have a clip from Dr Jennifer Wiseman, NASA astronomer and author, talking about the age of the Universe. 

I would suggest that those who see science and religion as at war are in fact a minority view on both sides, although the media would have us believe otherwise. However, it is certainly true that since the time of the enlightenment in the 18th century, society generally seems to have come to the view that science is the best way to truth, and that religious understanding is outmoded and a thing of the past.
Another way of looking at the relationship between science and faith is to adopt the view that they are asking different kinds of questions about the world. Science wants to understand how things work, while religion asks why things are the way they are. The problem with this view is that it is almost impossible to keep this kind of separation in practice. The scientist who is also a Christian is the same person in the lab as he is in church, hopefully his faith will impact all areas of his life. Because both science and faith are trying to wrestle with the same reality, it is impossible to compartmentalise them in this way.
There are others who would want to combine science and faith and so seek to prove their faith through scientific discovery. For example there are dedicated Christians who spend their lives looking for the remains of Noah’s ark, and there are many who believe that the current ‘Big Bang’ theory for the origin of the Universe is evidence for a creator who brought everything into being from nothing. As we read in that passage from Hebrews, ‘by faith we understand that the Universe was formed at God’s command, so that what is seen was not made out of what was visible’. 
This is an attractive view because we can see many ways that scientific discoveries can point us towards God. For example there is something called the Anthropic principle which demonstrates how many of the fundamental physical laws of physics seem to have been fine – tuned to allow life and intelligence to emerge. Although astronomers have located dozens of worlds orbiting other stars, our earth is so far unique in providing the conditions necessary to sustain life and the development of intelligence and consciousness in we human beings. If the earth were just a little closer to the sun, if we didn’t have the stabilising influence of the moon, or if we were not shielded from large cometary impacts by the gravity of Jupiter, then quite simply we wouldn’t be here. Here are some other examples of that fine- tuning. Such a wealth of coincidences has led some Christians to devise a theory called Intelligent design, suggesting that because the Universe seems to be designed to harbour life, this points to a designer. 
As Dawkins has highlighted though, the appearance of design is not sufficient proof of a designer, and the danger of basing our belief on scientific discoveries and theories is that these things are constantly changing over time, whereas the word of God expressed through the Bible is unchanging.
Perhaps the best way of understanding how science and faith interact is to see them as complementary. They both attempt to understand the world, but from different perspectives. Insights from either science or religion do not have to rival each other, they can be seen as different ways of looking at the same thing. So a scientist who is also a Christian can understand the world as being created by God, but also look for scientific explanations for how things came to be the way they are. Science can help us understand and investigate the wonders of God’s creation. 
Here is a clip from theology professor Alistair McGrath. 

This means that both science and faith are valued and have something to contribute to our understanding of both the world around us, and our own nature.
Ultimately as Christians we have an understanding about the meaning of the Universe which science can never prove or quantify. We reject the sterility and fatalism of the New Atheist movement with its arrogant claims that everything can or will be explained by science. We believe that at the heart of all reality is a supernatural God, who is, and always will be far beyond our understanding. 
This God has created and sustains the marvellous and harmonious world around us, and brought us into being to live in relationship. 
To love and be loved, with one another, and with God himself.  The object of science is the impersonal, while our faith is something that is very personal, because this transcendent God has made himself known to us through Jesus. In Jesus we see the God who exists beyond the constraints of space and time stepping into our small and mundane corner of the Universe, giving up himself in order to restore the relationship that we had rejected. It is that relationship that provides meaning, purpose and hope to human lives. It is more important than nuclear fusion, than landing on the moon, than the discovery of DNA.
So to return to the original question – has science disproved Christianity? No, and apart from a few fervent evangelical atheists, that’s not what science is about. Both science and faith are seeking to wrestle with the nature of reality, to understand why we are here, how we got here, and where we are going.  
I suggest that the God who is revealed to us through Jesus is the same God who is revealed to us through the scientific study of the universe he created. But any attempt to prove or disprove the existence of God through scientific means is pointless. At the end of the day however much we learn there is always more to discover, science is fascinating, but it is faith that leads to a personal encounter with God, and it is only that relationship that can provide us with a reason, a purpose and a hope for the future.
Amen.

