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INTRODUCTION

Many questions could raise the curiosity of a researcher, when dealing with a scientific problem to solve
or to understand. The first question is of the form How? And the second question -and the most
important- is why? If the first question is usually scientifically solvable, unfortunately, most of the time,
the second question (why?) does not get an answer or an explanation.

For example, we can describe the physical gravity phenomenon and describe it with several
mathematical equations and beautiful laws, but we are still unable to say or explain why this gravity
does exist?

The latter question - why? - will also lead to another third question: Who, then, designed all this
extremely precise and well-ordered physical laws?

Usually, there are two responses or theories for the third question: some persons claim that everything
came by chance or coincidence, while other persons, mostly scientists, say that it is impossible for this
harmonious and extremely organized world to have resulted from haphazardness or to be merely the
product of chance.

Thus, we will see the opinions of several high-caliber scientists from different fields on this important
question. The importance of referring to scientists -people of knowledge - is clearly emphasized in the
holy Quran, as one can see in the following verses:

Table 1: Some parts of verses about the reflection on the origin of our creation and science.

Ref. Verse
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The corresponding translations in English are given in table 2, below.

Table 2: Some translations of the verses of table 1.

Ref. Verse translation

35:28  ...Only those of His servants, who possess knowledge (who are erudite), fear God...

399 ...Say, ‘Are those who know equal to those who do not know?’ Only those who possess

' intellect (men of understanding) take admonition
... but none knows their meaning except God; and those who are steeped in knowledge

3:7 (those having sound knowledge) affirm: "We believe in them as all of them are from the
Lord." But only those who have wisdom (those who possess intellect) understand.

41:53 We will show them Our signs in the universes, and within themselves, until it becomes

’ manifest (clear) to them that this is the truth...
Among His signs is the creation of the heavens and the earth, and the difference of your

30:22  languages and colours. There are indeed signs in that for those who know (for men of
sound knowledge).

Undoubtedly in the creation of the heavens and the earth and the alternation of night and

3:190 day are signs for the intelligent (for those who possess intellect).

1'91 Those who remember Allah standing, sitting, and lying on their sides, and reflect on the
creation of the heavens and the earth [and say], ‘Our Lord, You have not created this in
vain! Immaculate are You! Save us from the punishment of the Fire.

10:101 Say, “Look at what is in the heavens and the earth.” But signs and warnings are of no avail

for people who do not believe.

As one can notice from those holy verses, our Creator incites us to observe the universe, the different
physical phenomena and even our own bodies with their fantastic structure and development.

He pinpoints the need of observation, thinking and deduction, which should firmly lead to Allah: our

Creator.

Also, it is well mentioned, in the holy Quran, that scientists, people of knowledge and erudite thinkers
are the most suitable persons to ensure this reflective task with rigor and objectivity, in order to find out

the truth.

That being said, we will see the opinions of several famous and proficient scientists from different
realms on this challenging point.




LIST OF DISTINGUISHED SCIENTISTS WITH THEIR POINTS OF VIEWS

1. Scientist Name: Abdus Salam — Nobel Prize Laureate
Subject: Islam and Science
Biography: Theoretical physicist, Abdus Salam was Professor of Mathematics at the Government College
University in Lahore, Professor of mathematics at St John's College, University of Cambridge. At age 33, he was
elected Fellow of the Royal Society (UK) in 1959. Salam took a fellowship at the Princeton University (USA) in
1959, and was a Nobel Laureate of Physics in 1979.

The author said:

[Let me affirm once again that so far as a Muslim is concerned, the Quran speaks to him directly and
emphasises for him the necessity for reflection on the Laws of Nature, with examples drawn from
cosmology, physics and biology. Thus

“Can they not look up to the clouds, how they are created;
And to the Heaven how it is upraised;

And the mountains how they are rooted,

And to the earth how it is outspread?” (verse 88:17)

and again,

“Verily in the creation of the Heavens and of the earth,
And in the alternation of the night and of the day,
Are there signs for men of understanding. ” (verses 3 :189 —190)

Seven hundred and fifty verses of the Quran (almost one eighth of the Holy Book) — exhort believers
“to study Nature, to reflect, to make the best use of reason in their search for the ultimate and to make
the acquiring of knowledge and scientific comprehension part of the community’s life.” The Holy
Prophet of Islam (Peace be on Him) emphasised that the “quest for knowledge (and sciences) is
obligatory upon every Muslim, Man and Woman”.

Einstein was born into an Abrahamic faith; in his own view; he was deeply religious. Now this sense of
wonder leads most scientists to a Superior Being — der Alte, the Old One — as Einstein affectionately
called the Deity — a Superior Intelligence, the Lord of all Creation and Natural Law.

I have myself never seen any dichotomy between my faith and my science - since faith was predicated
for me by the timeless spiritual message of Islam, on matters on which physics is silent and will remain
S0.]

Reference: Salam, A., Lai, C. H., & Kidwai, A. (1989). Ideals and realities.: Selected essays of Abdus Salam. World
Scientific.




2. Scientist Name: Maurice Bucaille
Subject: The Bible, The Qur'an & Science
Biography: Maurice Bucaille (1920-1998) was a French medical doctor, scientist, and author renowned for his
work exploring the relationship between religious scriptures and modern science. Born in Pont-1’Evéque, France,
Bucaille specialized in gastroenterology and served as the chief of the surgical clinic at the University of Paris.
Formerly member of the French Society of Egyptology, France.

y -y
The author said:

[In the third part, there is the illustration of an unusual application of science to a holy Scripture, the
contribution of modern secular knowledge to a better understanding of certain verses in the Qur'an which
until now have remained enigmatic, if not incomprehensible. Why should we be surprised at this when
we know that, for Islam, religion and science have always been considered twin sisters? From the very
beginning, Islam directed people to cultivate science; the application of this precept brought with it the
prodigious strides in science taken during the great era of Islamic civilization, from which, before the
Renaissance, the West itself benefited. In the confrontation between the Scriptures and science a high
point of understanding has been reached owing to the light thrown on Qur'anic passages by modern
scientific knowledge. Previously these passages were obscure owning to the non-availability of
knowledge which could help interpret them.

In the case of Islam, the attitude towards science was, generally speaking, quite different. Nothing could
be clearer than the famous Hadith of the Prophet: "Seek for science, even in China", or the other hadith
which says that the search for knowledge is a strict duty for every Muslim man and woman. As we shall
see further on in this section, another crucial fact is that the Qur'an, while inviting us to cultivate science,
itself contains many observations on natural phenomena and includes explanatory details which are seen
to be in total agreement with modem scientific data. There is no equal to this in the Judeo-Christian
Revelation.

Surely these marvels of contemporary scientific knowledge in the field of life should lead a thinking
person to the opposite conclusion. The organization presiding over the birth and maintenance of life
surely appears more and more complicated as one studies it; the more details one knows, the more
admiration it commands. A knowledge of this organization must surely lead one to consider as less and
less probable the part chance has to play in the phenomenon of life. The further one advances along the
road to knowledge, especially of the infinitely small, the more eloquent are the arguments in favor of
the existence of a Creator.

These scientific considerations, which are very specific to the Qur'an, greatly surprised me at first. Up
until then, I had not thought it possible for one to find so many statements in a text compiled more than
thirteen centuries ago referring to extremely diverse subjects and all of them totally in keeping with
modern scientific knowledge.

What initially strikes the reader confronted for the first time with a text of this kind is the sheer
abundance of subjects discussed: the Creation, astronomy, the explanation of certain matters concerning
the earth, and the animal and vegetable kingdoms, human reproduction. Whereas monumental errors are
to be found in the Bible, I could not find a single error in the Qur'an. I had to stop and ask myself: if a
man was the author of the Qur'an, how could he have written facts in the Seventh century A.D. that
today are shown to be in keeping with modern scientific knowledge? There was absolutely no doubt
about it: the text of the Qur'an we have today is most definitely a text of the period, if I may be allowed




to put it in these terms (in the next chapter of the present section of the book I shall be dealing with this
problem). What human explanation can there be for this observation? In my opinion there is no
explanation; there is no special reason why an inhabitant of the Arabian Peninsula should, at a time
when King Dagobert was reigning in France (629-639 A.D.), have had scientific knowledge on certain
subjects that was ten centuries ahead of our own.

The Qur'an does not aim at explaining certain laws governing the Universe, however; it has an absolutely
basic religious objective. The descriptions of Divine Omnipotence are what principally incite man to
reflect on the works of Creation. They are accompanied by references to facts accessible to human
observation or to laws defined by God who presides over the organization of the universe both in the
sciences of nature and as regards man. One part of these assertions is easily understood, but the meaning
of the other can only be grasped if one has the essential scientific knowledge it requires. This means that
in former times, man could only distinguish an apparent meaning which led him to draw the wrong
conclusions on account of the inadequacy of his knowledge at the time in question.]

- Reference M. Bucaille, Book: The Bible, The Qur'an & Science, Kazi Publications.

3. Scientist Name: Robert Morris Page
Subject: A Conclusive Test
Biography: A US Physicist, holder of 37 patents, mostly in radar. Author of numerous technical articles and
lectures. Formerly, Associate Director of Research for Electronics, U.S. Naval Research Laboratory. Specialist
in precision instrumentation in electronics, administration of research. In 1934, he completed first pulse radar in
the world for detection of air craft, he received U.S. Navy Distinguished Civilian Service Award and got a
Presidential Certificate of Merit.

The author said:

[Sometimes a full test of an hypothesis requires observations that are not available to a particular
observer. For example, suppose an observer is limited in his observation to the surface of the ocean.
This observer can see nothing that is above or below the surface of the water and is aware of the presence
of objects only through a breaking of the water surface by contact.

Birds or airplanes flying through the air, fish or submarines below the surface, are non-existent as far as
the observer is concerned.

Let us assume that this observer meets an informer who can see birds and airplanes flying through the
air and who can peer beneath the surface and see fishes and submarines. If there is communication
between the two, many phenomena previously observed but unexplained can now be explained and
understood. However, the existence of so radical a concept as sub-surface swimming or super-surface
flying would be very difficult for our original observer to accept. He would tend to disbelieve his
informer until the informer's own veracity could in some way be checked. This might be rather difficult
to do. However, one thing that the informer could do to establish his authenticity with the observer
would be to predict, through his observations of things which only he could see, occurrences which our
observer could later observe but could not explain. For example, the informer may observe a bird about
to dive into the water to capture a fish also observed by the informer. He may then tell our observer that
he is about to see a sudden separation in the surface of the water as a bird passed through the surface.




The hypothesis that there is a God includes certain conditions relative to the existence of God which are
beyond the province of science to test. The testimony of many is that God is a spirit, and, as such, exists
in a realm of reality which is not wholly included in the physical universe, not restricted within three
spatial dimensions, and not subject to the laws of time as we know them.

Third, assuming that there is a God, we must be prepared to deal seriously with the concept that that
God is capable of revealing to us information concerning reality beyond our physical universe.

The prediction of future events — the author means those predicted in the holy sacred books - is not the
only evidence, but is given as an example of one type of evidence, which is used to establish the
authenticity of the testimony of our informers.

God becomes an intimate personal reality of such nearness and such magnitude that faith grows to the
proportions of positive knowledge.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 25.

4. Scientist Name: Merritt Stanley Congdon
Subject: The Lesson of the Rosebush
Biography: A US scientist with Ph.D., Sc.D., Webster University, S.T.D., Burton University. Formerly Professor
of Basic Science, Trinity College, Florida; also, member of the American Physical Society and the Mediaeval
Academy of America.

The author said:

[There are many indications that the processes of Nature and of science, although they cannot fully
confirm or refute the existence or functioning of non-material entities, do not preclude the probability
of realities in realms beyond the purely physical. By analogy to our own intelligent agency in a world
fraught with rational values, we must accept the implications of similar rational activity and intelligent
control involved in the bell-shaped curve of distribution (even in the electron orbits), the "water cycle,"
the "carbon dioxide cycle," the amazing processes of biological reproduction, the vital process of
photosynthesis for storing solar energy for the living things of earth—ad infinitum. How, indeed, can
we conceive of any arbitrary or fortuitous initiation of such processes without intelligent agency? How
do the abstractions concerning uniformity and universality, causality and integration, teleology and
interfunction, or conservation and equilibrium continue age after age to satisfy the demands of an
activated cosmos? How could they operate rationally throughout Nature without the sustaining
intelligence of a rational Creator who works in and through His creation? ... For science is indeed
"watching God work."]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 31.




5. Scientist Name: John Cleveland Cothran
Subject: The Inescapable Conclusion
Biography: Ph.D., Cornell University, Formerly, Professor of Chemistry and Chairman of Science and
Mathematics Division, Duluth Branch, University of Minnesota.

The author said:

[Lord Kelvin, one of the world's greatest physicists, has made the following significant statement: "If
you think strongly enough, you will be forced by science to believe in God."

How, then, can it be expected to afford any evidence of the existence of a supreme spiritual Being, God,
as the Creator and Director of the universe? How can such a science be expected to help dispose of the
idea that the universe owes its existence to mere chance, is ruled by chance, and that all the occurrences
therein are haphazard and due only to chance?

Can any informed and reasoning intellect possibly believe that insensible and mindless matter just
chanced to originate itself and all this system, then chanced to impose the system upon itself, whereafter
this system just chances to remain imposed? Surely the answer is "No!"

Evidence from chemistry and other sciences indicates that this beginning was not slow and gradual; on
the contrary, it was sudden, and the evidence even indicates the approximate time when it occurred.

Thus at some rather definite time the material realm was created and ever since has been obeying law,
not the dictates of chance.

Now, the material realm not being able to create itself and its governing laws, the act of creation must
have been performed by some non-material agent. The stupendous marvels accomplished in that act
show that this agent must possess superlative intelligence, an attribute of mind.

Hence our logical and inescapable conclusion is not only that creation occurred but that it was brought
about according to the plan and will of a Person endowed with supreme intelligence and knowledge
(omniscience), and the power to bring it about and keep it running according to plan (omnipotence)
always and everywhere throughout the universe (omnipresence). That is to say, we accept unhesitatingly
the fact of the existence of "the supreme spiritual Being, God, the Creator and Director of the universe,"
mentioned in the beginning of this chapter.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 37.

6. Scientist Name: Donald Henry Porter
Subject: The Answer to the Unanswered Questions
Biography: Mathematician and Physicist, Ph.D., University of Indiana; formerly Teaching Fellow at University
of Indiana and Professor of Mathematics and Physics at Marion College, USA.

The author said:

[If I should adopt the theory that our universe came from a highly compressed, very hot beginning it
would be to place God as the Creator of the original particles and the Source of the energy which brought
the pressure and the heat. God would be in the picture.




As for me, if I should favor the continuous creation theory, I certainly would recognize God as the
Creator. Again God would be in the picture.

Whatever process of Nature is considered, or whatever question of origins is studied, as a scientist I
derive satisfaction only by placing God in the leading role. God is the central figure in every picture. He
alone is the answer to the unanswered questions. ]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 43.

7. Scientist Name: Edward Luther Kessel
Subject: Let's Look at Facts, without Bent or Bias
Biography: Zoologist and Entomologist, Ph.D., University of California; formerly, Professor of Biology and
Chairman of the Department, University of San Francisco;, Ex-Editor of technical publications, including
Wassmann Journal of Biology.

The author said:

[During recent years scientific research has been yielding new evidence supporting the traditional
philosophical proofs that there is a God.

I am confident that they will open the eyes of many intellectually honest skeptics so that they too will
see that there is a God.

Therefore, quite unintentionally, science proves that our universe had a beginning. And in so doing it
proves the reality of God, for whatever had a beginning did not begin of itself but demands a Prime
Mover, a Creator, a God.

If only all scientists would consider the evidence of science here described with the same honesty and
lack of prejudice with which they evaluate the results of their own research; if only they would let their
intellects rule their emotions; then they would be compelled to acknowledge that there is a God.

This is the only conclusion that will fit the facts. To study science with an open mind will bring one to
the necessity of a First Cause, whom we call God.

We must recognize, therefore, that there is Intelligence behind its creation and in the establishment of
its laws. We are forced to the conclusion that this mechanism of evolution was designed, and this
demands an intelligent Designer.

Space does not permit the enumeration of other evidences of design in Nature, but I have encountered
many in my own limited research in the field of insect embryology and metamorphosis. The more I
study Nature, the more I am impressed with these evidences. The processes and phenomena which we
observe in science are indeed manifestations of a Supreme Intelligence, and evolution merely represents
a stage in creation.

Again I say that to study science with an open mind brings one to the necessity of a belief in God.]
- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 49.




8. Scientist Name: Walter Oscar Lundberg
Subject: Applying the Scientific Method
Biography: Physiologist and Biochemist - Ph.D., Johns Hopkins University. Formerly, Professor of physiological
chemistry, University of Minnesota and Professor of agricultural biochemistry, University of Minn.; Ex-Resident
Director, the Hormel Institute.

The author said:

[The professional scientist has one special advantage over others, if he will but use it, in understanding
the reality of God. The fundamental principles on which the methodology of his profession is based,
are, in essence, an expression of God's existence.

Because man’s understanding of God as revealed in natural phenomena is as yet very limited, it is in the
nature of man that his belief in God should also have a spiritual basis, a basis in faith. Belief'in a personal
God on the basis of faith is important to personal happiness in the lives of many men.

But for the scientist who believes in God there is an added satisfaction that comes with each new
scientific discovery, for each discovery gives added meaning and significance to his concept of God.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 55.

9. Scientist Name: Paul Clarence Aebersold
Subject: Physical Evidences of God
Biography: Biophysicist, Ph.D., University of California. Formerly Radiation Specialist and Roentgenologist with
Finney-Howell Research Foundation; Ex-Director of Isotopes Division, Oak Ridge Operations, Atomic Energy
Commission.

The author said:

[Scientists soon learn that science is limited to explaining in greater and greater detail the "how" of
things. But neither science nor man can explain the "why." Science, human reasoning alone, will never
explain why there are atoms, stars, galaxies, life and man with all his marvelous capacities.

Straight thinking, clear reasoning demand the concept of God.

For that reason He is beyond our human capacity to describe or explain Him in a physical sense. At the
same time there are abundant physical evidences of His existence, and His works prove Him to be
infinite in wisdom, knowledge and power. But God being unfathomable, man cannot fathom the ultimate
purpose of himself or the great universe of which he—physically—is such a microscopically small and
insignificant part.

The one thing we all certainly realize is that man and the universe did not spring forth spontaneously
from absolutely nothing. They had a beginning, and there was a Beginner. We also realize that the
marvelous and intricate physical order of the universe follows laws not dictated by man, and that the
miracle of life itself has an origin and a guidance beyond man—a Divine origin and a Divine guidance.]




- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 59.

10. Scientist Name: Marlin Books Kreider
Subject: Identifying Einstein's ""Creative Force"
Biography: Physiologist, Ph.D., University of Maryland. Formerly Professor of Biology, Eastern Nazarene
College. Ex-Physiologist with Environmental Protection Division, U.S. Quartermasters Research and
Development Center.

The author said:

[There is, definitely, a God.

But though we cannot use ordinary scientific methods in determining His existence, yet we can study
the manifold evidences of His existence in man and in Nature at large. Those evidences, to my mind,
are clear-cut and convincing.

In addition, the scientific method is inadequate to demonstrate or prove the existence of every reality.
For example, love, undeniably one of the strongest forces affecting man, can defy scientific proof or
analysis.

Our first body of evidence is found in cosmology, in the existence of a universe which is governed by
precise forces of Nature and an orderliness which suggests an arranger or organizer.

And think of the heart. This tireless organ responds to ceaseless demands throughout a lifetime. It also
possesses a mysterious rhythmicity which allows it to beat even though all nerve attachments are
severed—a highly important fact in cases of accident. Where do we go with this perpetual physical
miracle? How do we explain it?

Obviously no one in our present intellectual state will ever have proof of the method involved in creation.
But our scientific knowledge reveals so many improbabilities in the completely materialistic explanation
that it is more rational to accept as the prime cause a form of special creation and the influence of an
outside force. Albert Einstein, in recognizing this intelligent creative force, refers to it as "the illimitable
superior reasoning power which is revealed in the incomprehensible universe".

As stated at the outset, I call this "power" God.

I see at the beginning of the cosmic road—not eternal energy or matter, not "inscrutable fate," not a
"fortuitous conflux of primordial elements," not "the great Unknown" —but the Lord God Almighty.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 63.
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11. Scientist Name: Thomas David Parks

Subject: Plain Water Will Tell You The Story

Biography: Research Chemist Ph.D., University of Illinois. Formerly Chairman Department of Chemistry,
Stanford Research Institute; Ex-Director of Research, Clorox Chemical Company.

The author said:

[ Whittaker Chambers in his book Witness tells of a simple incident which was probably the turning
point of his life (and perhaps of the affairs of mankind). He was watching his little daughter and
unconsciously became aware of the shape of her ears. He thought to himself how impossible that

such delicate convolutions could have come about by chance. They could have been created only by
pre-meditated design. But he pushed this thought out of his agnostic mind because he realized that the
next step in logical sequence would have to be: design presupposes God - a thesis he was not yet ready
to accept.

I see order and design all about me in the inorganic world. I cannot believe that they are there by the
haphazard, fortunate coming together of atoms. For me this design demands an intelligence, and this
intelligence I call God.

Water has many other properties, however, which are interesting and which taken together are to me
strong evidence of design. On a gross scale it should be pointed out that water covers about three-
quarters of our planet, Earth, and as such exerts a tremendous influence on the temperatures and
weather conditions which prevail. One can imagine catastrophic variations in temperature if water did
not have a unique combination of properties. Water has a high heat of melting, a long period of liquidity,
and a very high heat of vaporization. As such, it is a wonderful shock absorber to changes in temperature.
In other words, without the built-in resistance to temperature which water exhibits, this earth would be
much less suitable for life and much less pleasant for human activity.

There are other unique properties of water which appeal to me as having been designed by a Creator
who has concern for His creatures. Water is the only known substance which becomes lighter as it
freezes. This is tremendously important to life. Because of it, ice floats instead of sinking to the bottom
of lakes and rivers and gradually forming a solid mass. On the top of the water it forms a layer of
insulation to maintain the water below at a temperature above freezing. Fish and other marine life are
preserved and the ice melts rapidly in the spring.

Personally, I have found my explanation of these marvels - a satisfying explanation - in relating Nature's
order to a Supreme Intelligence and its design to a Supreme Designer, and in it all I see more than cold,
rational planning - I see the concern and love of a Creator for His creatures.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 73.
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12. Scientist Name: Irving William Knobloch
Subject: Rank Materialism Will Not Do
Biography: Natural Scientist, Ph.D., lowa State College. Formerly Professor of the Natural Sciences, Michigan
State University and Ex-wildlife technician with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

The author said:

[In this connection it is interesting to note that the famous American physician and essayist, Oliver
Wendell Holmes, once said that as knowledge advances, science ceases to frown upon religion. Science,
properly understood, is making it more and more possible to believe in a Supreme Being.

Religious faith is bolstered, fortified by scientific discoveries.

But I believe in God. I believe in Him because I do not think that mere chance could account for the
emergence of the first electrons or protons, or for the first atoms, or for the first amino acids, or for the
first protoplasm, or for the first seed, or for the first brain. I believe in God because to me His Divine
existence is the only logical explanation for things as they are.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 86.

13. Scientist Name: Gerald T. Den Hartog
Subject: Footsteps of God in the Plant World
Biography: Scientist, Ph.D., University of Minnesota, Formerly, Research Agronomist, Cotton and Other Fibers
Branch, Agricultural Research Serv ice, U.S. Department of Agriculture; Ex-member of the American Society of
Agronomists.

The author said:

[This writer believes that there is a God who reveals himself constantly through the unfailing laws, the
mysteries and wonders of the plant world. He reveals himself in the following ways:

1. Orderliness. The processes of plant growth and reproduction as brought about by cell enlargement,
division, and specialization of function proceed in a systematic, regular, and marvelously undeviating
manner.

2. Complexity. No man-made machine today equals the complexity of operations involved in the growth
and reproduction of a single, simple plant.

3. Beauty. The Divinely artistic beauty of plants—stems, leaves and flowers—greatly exceeds that
which the greatest genius among men has produced.

4. Inheritance. Plants reproduce after their kind, unfailingly. Inheritance does not proceed in a wild,
haphazard, uncontrolled manner. Wheat produces wheat, barley barley, an olive tree an olive tree, under
all sorts of environment, generation after generation.

To me, all this indicates the existence of a Creator-God, limitless both in knowledge and in power.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 100.
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14. Scientist Name: Russell Charles Artist

Subject: Trillions Of Living Cells Speak Their Message

Biography: Biologist And Botanist, Ph.D., University of Minnesota. Fiormerly, Professor at Frankfurt-on-the-
Main, Germany, Ex-Professor and Head of Department of Biology at David Lipscomb College, Nashville,
Tennessee.

The author said:

[The force or forces which are at work to cause this moving stream of protoplasm we do not know
certainly, nor can we in the present state of our knowledge even attempt to explain the phenomenon
adequately.

Speaking of watches, to be sure, there are many fine watches made, some even with self-winding
devices, which, when once started, keep the time-piece running by the movement of one's arm. Now, it
cannot be demonstrated successfully that such a precision instrument as a watch came to exist by
accident, that is, without the mind and hand of the craftsman, nor that, even in the self-winding type, it
began without someone setting it in motion. When we ask concerning the living cell: "How did this
microscopic but amazing functional unit come to have its present form?" or "How was it set in motion?"
we are confronted with formidable, even insuperable, difficulties in trying to account for its beginning
and, for that matter, its continued functioning, unless we maintain with reason and logic that an
intelligence, a mind, brought it into existence. This Mind, this Supreme Intelligence, as contrasted with
unthinking Matter, is God.

In this connection we also know that an enucleated cell, in which the nucleus has been removed by
microdissection, soon dies; all attempts to maintain it end in failure. The organizer of the cell is gone—
the cell cannot continue to live. Just so the Organizer of the universe is necessary to the creation of a
cell— and to the minds of reasoning the men searching for a first cause.

Furthermore, it is not by direct evidence that the one who denies the existence of God proves to a waiting
world that a fortuitous aggregation of atoms and molecules is life, capable of maintaining and directing
itself as do the cells described here. Not at all. He accepts this as a belief. It is his private interpretation
of the facts visible to us all, that an accidental concourse brought the first cell into being.

But this is to accept an even greater miracle than to believe that Intelligence called it into being!

I maintain that each of these single cells (each a system so intricate and delicate that its complete
functioning has so far escaped our study), and all the trillions of them on this earth, definitely present a
justifiable inference—one of Mind, or Intelligence, or Thought, which we call God. Science both admits
and accepts this inference. I believe firmly that there is a God.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 119.
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15. Scientist Name: Claude M. Hathaway
Subject: The Great Designer
Biography: Consulting Engineer, M.Sc, University of Colorado. Formerly project engineer in Consulting
Engineering Laboratory, General Electric Company, and Designer of "electronic brain" for National Advisory
Committee on Aeronautics. Ex-Chairman of Research and Development, Hathaway Instrument Division.

The author said:

[I would first mention the simple, undeniable fact, no doubt more often brought to the fore in this
volume, that design requires a designer. This most fundamental rational reason for my belief in God is
one which has been greatly bolstered by my engineering experience. After years of work in the
development and design of complicated mechanisms and electronics circuitry [ have acquired a
tremendous appreciation for design wherever I find it. With such a background, it is unthinkable that
the inconceivably marvelous design in the world around us could be anything else than the product of a
personal and infinitely intelligent Designer. Certainly, this is an old argument, but it is an argument that
modern science has made more powerful than ever before.

Now, the world around us is a vast assembly of design or order, independent but interrelated, vastly
more complex in every small detail than my "electronic brain." If my computer required a designer, how
much more so did that complex physio-chemical-biological machine which is my human body —which
in turn is but an extremely minute part of the wellnigh infinite cosmos? Design, order, arrangement, call
it what you will, can result from only two causes: chance or design. The more complex the order, the
more remote the possibility of chance. Placed as we are in the midst of design little short of infinite, I
cannot help but believe in God.

Furthermore, modern physics shows me that nature is unable to order herself.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 143.

16. Scientist Name: Merlin Grant Smith
Subject: Scholarly Witnesses and a few Observations
Biography: US Mathematician and Astronomer, Ph.D., University of Illinois. Formerly on teaching staff of
Northwestern University; Ex-Professor, mathematics and astronomy, Greenville College; and Ex-Professor of
Mathematics, Physics and Astronomy. Hon. LL.D., Greenville College, D.Sc, Seattle Pacific College.

The author said:

[The answer to the question of the existence of God is intimately bound up with man’s accountability to
his fellow men and to his God, if there be one. Great care should be observed therefore then in deciding
the answer. If there is a God, He is not only our Creator but also our Sovereign, and we should inform
ourselves about the conduct He desires, both with reference to Himself and to our fellow human beings.
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New laws are being discovered right along. There are the subatomic laws, and the laws governing the
interdependence of extra galactic heavenly bodies. To discover them has required the combined efforts
of many very scholarly men. But we are simply discovering those laws. They are as ancient as the
universe itself. Shall we accept the theory that they are of material origin? The multitude of them, the
harmony of them, the very nature of them, make that completely impossible. These laws are of higher
origin than the universe in which they operate. There is, to my ordinary, common-sense mind, but one
plausible answer, and that is that these laws demand belief in a Lawgiver, which I again call God.

God could talk with man. Man could even talk with God. And the first great thing that God told man
was that it was He who had made him and the marvelous, limitless universe around him.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 147.

17. Scientist Name: John Adolph Buehler
Subject: Chemical Laws and God
Biography: Chemist, Ph.D., University of Indiana. Formerly Professor of Chemistry, Anderson College; Ex-
Consulting Chemist, city of Anderson and private industrial corporations. Formerly, Frequent Lecturer on highly
technical subjects for Indiana Academy of Science.

The author said:

[It is the belief of present day science that the same laws of Nature that govern this planet also rule in
the far reaches of outer space. Wherever we look, we find design, order and harmony. There is no doubt
in my mind that a Supreme Intelligence has planned and constructed the universe, and is guiding its
destiny.

As for God, instead of considering Him, or the idea of Him, superfluous, or instead of classifying Him
among the so-called unknowables, we should see Him and adore Him in the law and order of the
universe. Man may be able to explain the "unknowable" by discovering Nature's laws, but man will
never be able to create Nature's laws. God is the Lawgiver; man discovers the laws and gradually learns
to interpret Nature. Every law that man discovers brings him closer to understanding God. God uses that
method to reveal Himself to us.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 156.
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18. Scientist Name: Albert McCombs Winchester
Subject: Science Undergirded my Faith
Biography: Biologist, A.M., Ph.D., University of Texas; graduate studies, University of Chicago. Formerly
Professor of Biology, Baylor University; Ex-Chairman Department of Biology, Stetson University. EX-President
of Florida Academy of Science.

The author said:

[Science brings about an insight into the majesty and omnipotence of the Supreme Being which grows
stronger with each new discovery.

Our belief in God has not been weakened because of our knowledge of these facts—rather we have
learned more about God and the world He has created.

He has created life with the ability of self-perpetuation; the ability to continue the species down through
the generations with all the characteristics which make it recognizable as a clover plant. To me, this is
the most fascinating branch of biology and the greatest revelation of the majesty of God.

To those whose faith is based on sound thinking it would only be another step in understanding the work
of the Supreme Craftsman who created all of the marvels which man is so laboriously unfolding.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 164.

19. Scientist Name: Earl Chester Rex

Subject: The Universe under Central Control
Biography: Mathematician and Physicist, Formerly Associate Professor of Physics, George Pepperdine College.
Author of technical volume. "Vector Analysis." Ex-Member of Mathematicians' Association of America.

The author said:

[Popular conceptions are often misleading. It is, for instance, generally believed that science is like a
brilliant and talkative old man who knows all the answers. Instead, science is like a young man who
asks a lot of questions. He does much thinking and pondering. He attempts to keep careful, classified
notes. The typical scientist is never satisfied that he has the final truth on anything at all.

But although science has its limitations, its theories and conclusions have proved of inestimable value,
also with respect to the universe and the God of the universe. A fair and impartial study of scientific
phenomena has convinced me that God exists, and that He controls and directs the universe. There is
"central control," and the controlling Power is God.

In the world of insects we need only to examine the honeycomb in a beehive, among thousands of other
objects, to find the same perfect arrangements and similarity. Every one of the millions of bechives
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throughout the world are constructed geometrically, with the greatest precision, to give the greatest
efficiency. If this and a great deal more does not indicate the intelligence of the one Creator, the control
and direction of the one supreme God, I surrender what little claim I may have to being a scientist.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 178.

20. Scientist Name: Lester John Zimmerman
Subject: Soils, Plants, and a 4000-year-old Explanation
Biography: Soil Scientist and Plant Physiologist. Ph.D., Purdue University. Formerly, Professor of Agriculture
and Mathematics, Goshen College and Ex-Member of the American Society of Agronomy, the Soil Science Society
of America, the Soil Conservation Society of America, and the American Association for the Advancement of
Science.

The author said:

[We walk along a field of growing grain, watch our gardens and truck patches with their variety of
vegetables, see the ripening fruit in orchards and vineyards, admire the autumn beauty of the forests,
with their wide swaths of flaming colors, and we ask ourselves: How did all this come to be?

All life depends upon water for its existence. As Parson has said in his Conserving American Resources,
water is the “life blood of the earth.”

All matter is composed of chemical elements. The source of the essential elements necessary for the
growth of plants is normally found in the air and the soil. Where did the soil come from? How does it
maintain the plant nutrient supply?

When the seed dies, whether it be large or small, a plant very similar, yet not completely identical to the
plant from which the seed came originally, springs forth. There is order, there is beauty, there is
harmony, there is dependableness as one observes the various growth processes.

Who was it that established and set in motion the laws of genetics and plant growth? That question very
naturally leads to another, a most fundamental one: Where did the first plants come from? Or rather—
for a chance origin is logically out of the question, and the assumption of an intelligent originator is
imperative: Who made the first plants?

All Nature was originated by God, and He sustains it, incessantly.

As I continue to study and observe the workings of Nature in soils and plants, my belief in God
constantly increases, and I daily bow down before Him in wonderment and praise.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 192.
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21. Scientist Name: Robert Horton Cameron
Subject: Man Himself as Evidence
Biography: Mathematician, Ph.D., Cornell University. Formerly Research man at Princeton University and
Princeton Institute for Advanced Study, also on staff of Massachusetts Institute of Technology. Ex-Professor of
Mathematics, University of Minnesota.

The author said:

["Is there a God?" That question implies thought—ability to think. I cannot conceive of such ability
without an enabling Power.

Thought involves something that goes beyond a mechanism or mechanical rules. To me it indicates that
a mechanistic philosophy is inadequate to explain man or mankind. I can think!

I also believe in God because He has given me emotions.

I believe in God because He has given me moral judgment.

A child knows nothing of his conception and birth; his information, at maturity, is obtained by revelation
and observation—by what he is being told and what he himself sees and observes of life and its activities.
In the same way man's original creation by Divine Power is revealed to him by God himself in His
Word.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 197.

22. Scientist Name: Wayne U. Ault
Subject: Concord Between Science and Faith
Biography: Geochemist, Ph.D., Columbia University, New York. Formerly Research Fellow, Geochemical
Laboratory, Palisades, N.Y. Ex-Member of American Geophysical Union and Geological Society of America.

The author said:

[It is largely accepted as logical to assume a purpose behind all of physical Nature. The concept of God
as Designer and Creator of all things gives a coherent and complete picture for origin, design and
purpose, and allows for any process which is known to have occurred.

Falling back on one's scientific experience, the question might be asked: Is it design or chance which is
responsible for the invention and construction of a radar set of very limited automation? Is it design or
chance which is responsible for a bat—yes, a bat!—with intricate, miniature and effective radar, which
needs neither attention nor repair, and which can reproduce itself ad infinitum? Scientific man's
experience has been one of design and causation, and he should logically be the first to hypothesize a
Master Mind, omnipotent, omniscient, omnipresent, and constantly interested in the whole of creation
and every infinitesimal part of it.
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The quest for knowledge and the inquisitiveness which asks the why and the how of Nature are part of
the endowed traits of mind. Once the scientist has exercised faith in the Creator of the universe this faith
can only grow as a result of studies in any direction.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 207.

23. Scientist Name: Paul Ernest Adolph
Subject: God in Medical Practice
Biography: Physician and Surgeon, M.Sc, M.D., University of Pennsylvania; formerly medical missionary, China
Inland Mission, and associate in anatomy, St. John's University, Shanghai, China; Ex-Lieut. Colonel, Ret.,
Medical Corps, U.S. Army; Ex-Director of Chicago Missionary Medical Office; Ex-Fellow of American College
of Surgeons and author of several books on Medical Missions.

The author said:

[Answering the main question of this symposium, I would say that I definitely accept for myself the
existence and reality of God. My conviction results not only from experiences of a spiritual nature, but
medical practice has amply confirmed what I had accepted by faith.

When I subsequently entered upon my career of hospital intern it was with a degree of confidence that
I did so—confidence that I understood injury and the healing process to the extent that I could be sure
of a favorable outcome when the appropriate mechanical and medicinal factors for the promotion of
healing were brough into play. I was soon to find out, however, that I had neglected to integrate into my
concepts of medical science the most important element of all—God.

For instance, today it is recognized on reliable authority that 80 percent of all the illnesses encountered
in general practice in our large American cities have a predominantly psychic causation, and that half of
these 80 percent involve no demonstrable organic causative factors whatsoever. In this connection it
should be mentioned that it is the concept generally accepted by the medical profession that these
diseases with the strong psychic, or so-called nervous, component are not imaginary in any way.

What are the basic causes of these so-called nervous diseases? Some of the most important which
psychiatrists recognize are guilt, resentment (an unforgiving spirit), fear, anxiety, frustration, indecision,
doubt, jealousy, selfishness and boredom. Unfortunately, many psychiatrists, while definitely effective
in tracing the causes of emotional disturbances which cause disease, have significantly failed in their
methods of dealing with these disturbances because they omit faith in God as their basic approach.

Thus, the great majority of peptic ulcers are recognized as due, as has been tritely said, not so much to
what the individual is eating as to what is eating him.
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Similarly, there are many nervous conditions in which fear and anxiety play an important causative part.
When fear and anxiety are dealt with on the basis of simple trust in God, health is restored almost
dramatically in many cases.

The human body finds harmonious function when it is in tune with its Maker. Without Him we become
prone to disharmony and disease.

Yes, indeed, there is a God! | know—by abundant experience. Broken bones together with broken hearts
find healing through Him.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 212.

24. Scientist Name: Cecil Boyce Hamann
Subject: Of Flowers and the Baltimore Oriole
Biography: Biologist, Ph.D., Purdue University. Formerly Professor of Biology and Chairman of Division of
Science and Mathematics, Asbury College. Ex-Research Participant, Oak Ridge Institute of Nuclear Studies.

The author said:

[Wherever I turn in the realm of science there is evidence of design, law and order—of a Supreme Being.

Is it just accident that small pollen grains will germinate and grow downward into the ovary of the flower
and cause a seed to be produced? Is it not more logical to believe that the unseen hand of God has
arranged these things by laws we are just beginning to learn?

Yes, I believe in God. I believe in a God who is not only an all-powerful Deity who created and sustains
this universe, but a God who is concerned about His crown of creation, man.

Unfortunately, increase in factual knowledge has not resulted in greater recognition of God. Rather it
seems that man has felt that by explaining something he has eliminated the need for a God. If all men
would only realize that these discoveries are evidence of a Supreme Intelligence behind the universe!

Lifting our eyes to the heavens we surely must exclaim with wonder at the orderly sweep of the stars.

Somewhere back of all this order must be a Supreme Being, for there can be no order and no laws
without a Supreme Mind. As each new law is discovered, does it not cry out: "God is my Author; man
is only my discoverer"?]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 219.
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25. Scientist Name: Andrew Conway Ivy

Subject: The Absoluteness of the Certainty of God's Existence

Biography: Physiologist, Ph.D., Dr. Ivy is a scientist of world-wide renown. Formerly, he was a Distinguished
Professor of Physiology and Head of the Department of Clinical Science, U. of Ill. College of Medicine, Chicago.
He was also the recipient of decorations from many American and foreign scientific institutions. From 1925 to
1946 he was Head of the Department of Physiology and Pharmacology, Northwestern University Medical School;
from 1946 to 1953 he was Vice President of the University of lllinois. Among the positions he has filled in the past
are: Scientific Director, Naval Medical Research Institute; Commander, Aviation Medical Naval Reserve Corps
and Consultant to U.S. Secretary of war.

The author said:

[Belief in God yields a power which guarantees that no absolute disaster can happen to the person who
truly cherishes such belief.

The proposition that "God exists" cannot be disproved. The proposition that "God does not exist" cannot
be proved. The existence of God may be denied, as it has been by the atheists Karl Marx and Lenin. But
atheists have not supplied proof that is rational in support of their denial.

My belief in God, who created everything, who exists inside and outside the universe, and who is
interested in you and me, is based first on reason, then on faith, hope and love.

One should never retreat from reason. One should use reason, and use it accurately and aggressively. A
faith which is not preceded by reason is a weak faith and is vulnerable to devastating attacks and to
subversion.

The reason given has always been to the effect that "Someone had to make the world and the laws which
run it," or, "There cannot be a machine without a maker."

My intellect had moved the appropriate part of my brain to inquire beyond the immediate facts, namely,
that there is a me, a bird, a cow, and had in addition concluded that there cannot be a me, a bird, a cow
without a sufficient cause, a maker.

This knowledge of the child and the fact that the child has inquired "Who made me?" and "Who made
the world?" demonstrate the discovery by the child of the basic principle of causality. This principle is
also expressed as: "the law of causation"; "there cannot be an effect without a cause"; "there cannot be
a machine without a maker"; "for every change there is a cause." The thinking moves as a causal chain
from the judgment of "the existence of me" and "of the world" to the existence of God as the Prime
Cause; or from the existence of motion to the Prime Mover.

In the science of physiology, when one studies growth, development, maintenance, and repair of the
body, it is found that each cell almost without exception 'knows' its role in carrying out design or purpose
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for the welfare of the body as a whole. In the nervous system the simple reflex actions manifest
purposefulness as one of their basic characteristics.

In the science of physiology, the gills of fish demonstrate the priority of water; the wings of the bird and
the lungs of man demonstrate the priority of air; the eyes of man the priority of light; scientific curiosity
the priority of facts; the presence of life the priority of a natural law providing for the production of life.
Now, I ask: Does deep insight, great clear rational thinking, great courage, great duty, great faith, great
love demonstrate the priority of nothing? It is preposterous to argue that the most profound thoughts,
sentiments and actions of man argue the priority of nothing. They demonstrate the prior existence of a
Superior Mind, a Creator who is revealed in the world of experience to those who do not erect a barrier
to the search for that Superior Mind or Creator.

As Einstein has written: "The man who regards his own life and that of his fellow creatures as
meaningless is not merely unfortunate but almost disqualified for life" I shall add that the only reason
that he is not entirely disqualified for life is the hope, based on faith and reason, that he may be saved
or reborn and start rethinking life as a child.

All around us we find Physical Nature governed by inexorable laws. The same holds for Animal Nature
in the wild. But Human Nature has been created par excellence with freedom to make decisions.

It is many times more absurd to believe that this causal chain came from nothing and was due to chance
than it would be to believe that you could get a map of the world by spilling a glass of water on the floor.

If man did not create the world, how can he delegate to himself the creation of his worth, dignity, rights,
duties, freedom of choice, and liberty? You always get into a causal chain which leads to God unless
you arbitrarily dismiss it from consideration before you arrive.]

- Reference Monsma, J. C. (1958). The evidence of God in an expanding universe: forty American scientists
declare their affirmative views on religion, page 224.

-End of the testimonies-

DISCUSSION

From the insightful testimonies of the previous 25 distinguished scientists, one can convincingly
conclude that the universe and everything within it—including ourselves—did not arise by chance or
through randomness. Rather, it must have been brought into existence by a Super-Intelligent Being: One
who is All-Knowing, Omnipotent, and Perfect: He is God (Allah), undeniably our Creator, as so well-
clearly illustrated in the holy Quran.

May this little book travel far and wide, lighting many minds with these wise testimonies...
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