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University Park United Methodist Church 
Rev. Paul J. Kottke 
February 8, 2015 

 
Sermon: Evolution and Faith “Darwin or God” 
Scriptures: Genesis 1: 1-5 and Romans 8:19-23 
Theme: The affirmation of our faith is that God’s movement throughout creation and human history is 
one that is dynamic and an on-going process. 
 
This Sunday is an affirmation of the importance 
of the scouting movement within our culture. 
This does not mean that I don’t have significant 
disagreements with some of the national 
scouting policies. I do. Just as I have significant 
disagreements with some of the policies of the 
United Methodist Church. The notion that 
because there are disagreements and “flaws” 
within an institution makes the whole of the 
institution flawed is a self-serving, misleading 
argument. No institution is perfect. To seek such 
perfection is the equivalent of seeking the Holy 
Grail. 
 
I know of no other program that serves boys 
and girls as well as the scouting movement. I 
know of no other program that has the small 
ratio of adults to youth than the scouting 
movement.  And for me personally, it was the 
scouting movement that helped feed my 
appreciation of being in the sacred beauty of 
nature, particularly as a boy growing up in the 
desert lands of northern New Mexico and 
spending hours in the San Juan Mountains of 
southern Colorado. And at the same time via the 
merit badges and the study of the land, come to 
appreciate its ancient history as articulated by 
geologists. As a scout, I never felt any conflict 
between my beliefs as a Christian, my 
affirmation of a creator God, and my 
engagement with scientific knowledge. 
 
For me on this Sunday, it is perfectly natural to 
both affirm the scouting movement and as well 
to affirm the theory of evolution as a way of 
understanding our context within this world. 

This week, February 12, represents the 206th 
birthday of Charles Darwin, born in 1809 in 
England. And thus my sermon title, “Darwin or 
God.” The answer is that this is a false choice. 
There is no either/or choice to be made. It is 
ludicrous to fear that Charles Darwin has 
somehow set in motion something that replaces 
God. It is also ludicrous to articulate that Charles 
Darwin completely established a factual 
understanding of the formation of life on earth. 
What he did do was set in motion via his two 
primary books [On the Origin of Species, and On 
the Descent of Man] a theory of the dynamic 
nature of life here on this earth. He observed 
that life forms have changed over time and he 
proposed a theory of how this change might 
occur, called evolution. This theory is just that - 
a theory - which has continued to itself change 
and be refined over the years. [As a side note, 
religion would do well to develop the same 
discipline – cease talking about theology as if we 
could possibly know the nature of God as fact. 
God is so much greater than we, who would 
have the audacity to presume that he/she is 
greater than God?  But rather as a people of 
faith, we are in a better position to speak with a 
great deal more humility of God, with our best 
intentions in the forms of assumptions and 
beliefs, just as science does with theories.] 
 
There has been a movement over the last 
eleven years called The Clergy Letter Program, 
of which I have been involved, which takes place 
either the 2nd or 3rd Sunday of February to affirm 
that faith and evolution, that faith and science 
are compatible. Up until four or five years ago, it 
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would not have occurred to me that there was 
any risk to the unraveling of the theory of 
evolution and even in a larger context to the 
questioning of the validity of science. And yet as 
is demonstrated by a research paper released 
just this last fall, it is important that we as a 
people of faith make it very clear that Christian 
faith and science, including evolution, are not 
incompatible! According to the Pew Research 
Center, 33% of adults in the United States 
believe that life forms have not changed from 
the beginning. The paper states that 64% of 
white evangelical Protestants reject any form of 
evolution. Why? Because they are told by their 
church that evolution is incompatible with God’s 
Word in Scripture. In other words, they don’t 
question evolution because they don’t see the 
evidence of it. Rather, they question evolution 
because they are told that to be a faithful 
Christian one must reject the notion of 
evolution. 
 
To be sure, there are those who support the 
theory of evolution as purely a selection of the 
survival of the fittest – that the world is a “war-
zone” and only those who are superior survive. 
This by the way led to the articulation of what is 
called Social Darwinism – that only the most 
wealthy and the most powerful have the right to 
live – of which I am in total opposition [a 
sermon for another time]. However, I have no 
problem affirming that the Spirit of God moves 
through each of us as a life-force seeking 
meaning and goodness. Just as this same life-
force moves through a baby through each of the 
life stages. 
 
 In my Friday email, I included a link to the 
national United Methodist Church that has me 
as the lead in an article supporting the 
compatibility of faith and evolution. As is the 
case with internet articles, there is always room 
for responses. The one response was critical of 
my position. She wrote, “It all comes down to 
this: you believe the words of God or you 
don’t…Too many UMC ministers are obviously 
more concerned with setting aside the truth and 

embracing error. It’s a tragedy.” My response to 
her, if we were in a position to talk, would be, it 
is precisely because I believe in the words of 
God as reflected in the scriptures that I believe 
in a dynamic creation and that we are called to 
as Disciple leaders to join with God in this 
dynamic process. Not hide from it. 
 
So let me turn to this morning’s scripture, the 
one from Genesis and the other from Paul’s 
Letter to the Romans. Both are in essence, a 
creation story. 
 
The creation story of Genesis Ch. 1 is 
understood as the Priestly story. There is a 
second creation story starting with Ch. 2, which 
is the more primitive story in which Man is 
made first, then Woman to be a companion of 
Man. The task of the Man is explicitly to care for 
the Garden. Once the Man and Woman are 
kicked out of the Garden, there is no more 
meaning for them other than to suffer. But the 
account of Genesis 1 is far different. In this 
account, God makes creation from what already 
exists by bringing order and meaning through 
the task of separating. For instance, in the 
verses that we read, God passes over the 
surface of the deep chaos and brings forth life 
and light. And then God separates the light into 
light and darkness, calling the light “day” and 
the darkness “night.” Thus, the morning and 
evening of the first day. In the second day, God 
separates the waters. The waters that pass 
overhead are called the sky and the waters that 
pass underneath are called oceans and the 
space in-between is called the earth. Thus the 
second day and God saw that it was good. 
 
This Priestly account continues to unfold and 
then in verse 26, we find these powerful words, 
“Then God said, ‘Let us make humankind in our 
image and let them be stewards [not just of the 
garden] but of the whole earth and everything 
in it.’”  Verse 27 has these words, “So God 
created humankind in his image…male and 
female he created them. God blessed them.” 
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This is clearly liturgical, poetic language making 
very clear that humanity was from the beginning 
blessed by God. Throughout Christian history, 
there was never any attempt to limit the 
language of this creation story to any type of 
literalism, until 1917, when the Scofield 
Reference Bible was released. The Scofield Bible 
was written in clear reaction to the unfolding 
nature of scientific information and as a reaction 
to the theory of evolution. The Scofield declared 
that the earth was not billions of years old but 
6,000 years old. Any evidence to suggest 
otherwise was purely seen as an attempt to 
discredit the Word of God in the Bible. It is this 
very notion that has so many today declaring 
that the theory of evolution and even science 
itself is anti-faith. 
 
But there is a very different way of 
understanding Genesis 1 – not as declaring a 
creation that is static, unchanging or if changing, 
always for the worst. This alternative view of the 
Priestly account sees creation as dynamic. It is in 
this spirit that I quote the first verses of Genesis 
with every baptism – “God’s spirit passed over 
the surface of the deep chaos and brought forth 
life and light.” And then with verses 26 & 27, 
humanity has been made in the image of God, 
and God has blessed us. Indeed, we are the co-
creators of God who is still in the process of 
creating. Our task as disciple leaders is to 
participate in the unfolding of creation. 
 
Those of the static-state creation would argue 
that the blessing within Chapter One has been 
negated by the Fall within Chapter Two. Never 
mind that the Priestly account was written after 
the account of the  Fall.  
 
But, we can point to the words of the Apostle 
Paul from Romans 8, words grounded in the 
reconciliation action of Jesus - “All the world is 
in travail, awaiting the new creation that is to 
come.” We are in a state of being the mid-wives, 
assisting in giving birth to the new creation that 
awaits – not in judgment but in blessing. 
 

I close with these words from the book Radical 
Amazement by Judy Cannato [2006, Sorin 
Publishing]. 
 

We are participants in a grand 
unfolding of life that is eons old. 
What makes human beings 
unique but not better than the 
rest of creation is our capacity for 
self-reflection, for a quality of 
consciousness that allows us to 
know that we know…Teihard de 
Chardin said that human beings 
“are nothing less than evolution 
become conscious of itself.” [p57] 
 

Indeed, even with the uncertainty of the living 
of our days, we trust in the presence of the God 
of Love, Grace, and Life. May we eagerly 
anticipate the unfolding of creation, even in 
ways that we cannot even conceive. 


