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Abstract 

  Objections to intelligent design are briefly re-

viewed: claims that it is not science, that it is con-

cealed biblical creationism, and that it should not be 

taught in public schools. Included will be a brief histo-

ry of intelligent design, indicating that the concept is 

not new, but has been around throughout recorded his-

tory. The reason for using “Being of God” in the title 

is indicated, rather than “Existence of God;” this is not 

critical to the paper, but is more philosophically cor-

rect. Then a long list of distinguished scientists will be 

presented, including a few Nobel laureates, who have 

found arguments of intelligent design to be convinc-

ing, and are theists, at least in part, because of such 

arguments.   

 

 1.  Introduction 

  Intelligent Design, as used in this paper, refers to the 

idea that many things in the universe appear to be, in the 

minds of many, to not only be designed, but designed in-

telligently. Many others disagree, but even those who dis-

agree often do recognize, or state, that things do appear to 

be designed while professing that the appearance of design 

is only an illusion. One of the more well-known that make 

such a profession is Richard Dawkins, who wrote “Biolo-

gy is the study of complicated things that give the appear-

ance of having been designed for a purpose.”
1
 Some pages 

on in the same book, Dawkins writes: “Yet the living re-

sults of natural selection overwhelmingly impress us with 

the appearance of design as if by a master watchmaker, 

impress us with the illusion of design and planning.”
2 
 

While Dawkins admits that there is appearance of design 

in the natural world, he professes that it is an illusion, and 

goes to great pains to present his case that it really has all 

come about through natural selection. So the question is, 

addressed briefly in this paper, “Does the natural world 

show evidence of intelligent design, or is the apparent de-

sign only illusory?”  

  Seemingly more and more scientists find intelligent 

design a legitimate area of scientific inquiry, such as Mi-

chael Behe
3
, Michael Denton

4
, Stephen C. Meyer

5
, Wil-

liam Dembski
6
, Stuart Burgess

7
, etc., however they are in 

the perceived minority, and most scientists do not find 

intelligent design an acceptable science.  

  An outspoken critic of intelligent design is Eugenie 

Scott, and argues strongly against it being taught in public 

schools. Scott and Nicholas J. Matzke co-published a pa-

per titled “Biological Design in Science Classrooms,” and 

stated the following in the abstract: “Scientists do not use 

ID to explain nature, but because it has support from out-

side the scientific community, ID is nonetheless contrib-

uting substantially to a long-standing assault on the integ-

rity of science education,” Near the end of the paper they 

state: “ID therefore is making a serious challenge not in 

the world of science, but in the world of public education-

al policy.”
8
 Clearly, many people such as Dawkins, Scott 

and Matzke, do not think intelligent design is scientific, 

and presumably do not think design in the natural world is 

obvious. Again we ask, “Does the natural world show evi-

dence of intelligent design, or is the apparent design only 

illusory?”  

 

2.  Brief Historical Review 

  As Dawkins has written: “Almost everybody through-

out history, up to the second half of the nineteenth centu-

ry, has firmly believed in the opposite [the opposite of 

Darwinian natural selection]   the Conscious Designer 

theory.”
9
 The reason being that there didn’t seem to be any 

plausible alternative, but Darwin provided the theory of 

small, gradual improvements accumulating through natu-

ral selection to improve the “design” of biological sys-
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tems.  While many may embrace Darwinian evolution as 

an alternative to intelligent design in biology, and space 

does not permit a detailed study here, it does not address 

the appearance of design in the natural world outside of 

biology. 

  In 1802, William Paley published Natural Theology or 

Evidence of the Existence and Attributes of the Deity, col-

lected from the appearances of nature.
10

 Famously, in the 

first chapter, Paley describes in detail someone discover-

ing a watch along a path and even if he had no knowledge 

of watches at all, or even if such things exist, ascertains 

that the watch was designed.  Chapter II expands upon the 

first chapter, considering what would be the case if the 

watch was capable of reproducing itself. Then, beginning 

in chapter II, Paley applies his argument to the natural 

world. Most of his applications are in biology, but he does 

have one chapter on astronomy. Paley presents evidence 

that God is the master designer of the universe and all 

things therein just as much as a watchmaker is the design-

er of a watch. Dawkins’ book, The Blind Watchmaker, is, 

of course, a take-off on Paley’s watchmaker. Dawkins 

argues that the watchmaker is blind, in fact, the watch-

maker doesn’t exist. The appearance of design is an illu-

sion, rather it all came about through natural selection.    

  In the New Testament, Paul indicates that all know 

something of God from the created works of nature:  “For 

the wrath of God is revealed from heaven against all un-

godliness and unrighteousness of men, who by their un-

righteousness suppress the truth. For what can be known 

about God is plain to them, because God has shown it to 

them. For his invisible attributes, namely, his eternal pow-

er and divine nature, have been clearly perceived, ever 

since the creation of the world, in the things that have 

been made. So they are without excuse. For although they 

knew God, they did not honor him as God or give thanks 

to him, but they became futile in their thinking, and their 

foolish hearts were darkened.”
11

  

  Marcus Tullius Cicero (d. 45 BC) wrote in his book On 

the Nature of the Gods as follows
12

: “The first point, 

Lucilius then said, does not seem to even need discussion, 

for what can be clearer and more obvious, when we have 

lifted our eyes to the sky, and have gazed upon the heav-

enly bodies, than that there exists some divine power of 

exalted intelligence by which these are ruled?”  Further on 

in the same book, Cicero wrote
13

: “there is something in 

nature which the mind, the reason, the strength, and the 

power of man would be unable to produce, surely that 

which does produce it is higher than man; now the heav-

enly bodies, and all those phenomena which observe an 

everlasting order, cannot be created by man; consequently 

that by which they are created is higher than man. And 

what could you say this was rather than God? For if there 

are no gods, there can be nothing higher in nature than 

man, since he alone possesses reason, and nothing can 

surpass reason in excellence. But that there should be a 

man who thinks that in the whole universe there is nothing 

higher than himself shows senseless arrogance. There is, 

then, something higher, and therefore there is assuredly a 

God.” 

  Plato wrote in Dialogue Philebus as follows
14

: 

“Socrates: Very good; let us begin then, Protarchus, by 

asking a question. 

Protarchus: What question? 

Socrates: Whether all this which they call the universe is 

left to the guidance of unreason and chance medley, or, on 

the contrary, as our fathers have declared, ordered and 

governed by a marvelous intelligence and wisdom. 

 . . .  

Socrates: Do not then suppose that these words are rashly 

spoken by us, O Protarchus, for they are in harmony with 

the testimony of those who said of old time that mind 

rules the universe. 

Protarchus: True. 

Socrates: And they furnish an answer to my enquiry; for 

they imply that mind is the parent of that class of the four 

which we called the cause of all; and I think that you now 

have my answer.” 

  In the Old Testament, Isaiah records God as saying: 

“Listen to me, O Jacob, and Israel, whom I called! I am 

he; I am the first, and I am the last. My hand laid the 

foundation of the earth, and my right hand spread out the 

heavens; when I call to them, they stand forth together.”
15 

David wrote as follows: “When I look at your heavens, the 

work of your fingers, the moon and the stars, which you 

have set in place, what is man that you are mindful of him, 

and the son of man that you care for him?”
16

 And also, 

“The heavens declare the glory of God, and the sky above 

proclaims his handiwork.”
17 

And Job has written: “Re-

member that you have made me like clay; and will you 

return me to the dust? Did you not pour me out like milk 

and curdle me like cheese? You clothed me with skin and 

flesh, and knit me together with bones and sinews. You 

have granted me life and steadfast love, and your care has 

preserved my spirit.”
18

 

  For hundreds of years BC up until recently, that is 

throughout recorded history, we have it that many have 

seen compelling evidence of design in the natural world 

that implies a creator. Darwinian evolution has led many 

to deny such implications of nature, but as we will see, 

many others still find the evidence of design in nature 

compelling.  

 

3.  The Being of God 

  It is common to speak of evidences for the existence of 

God, but here we will indicate that the “being” of God is 
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preferable to the “existence” of God. Being versus exist-

ence of God is an aside to the overall argument of this pa-

per, but we will address the issue briefly.  Its relevance is 

that these definitions clarify what is meant by the word 

“God.” Hints as to the uniqueness of the name and person 

of God are given in Exodus 3:14 where God is quoted as 

responding to Moses’ request for His name as follows: 

“God said to Moses, ‘I AM WHO I AM.’ And he said, 

‘Say this to the people of Israel, ‘I AM has sent me to 

you.’”
19

 Albert Barnes (1798-1870) comments on this 

Scripture passage as follows: “The words express abso-

lute, and therefore unchanging and eternal Being. The 

name, which Moses was thus commissioned to use, was at 

once new and old; old in its connection with previous rev-

elations; new in its full interpretation, and in its bearing 

upon the covenant of which Moses was the destined medi-

ator.”
20 

   

  The etymology of the word “existence” is as follows: 

stand forth, come out, emerge; appear, be visible, come to 

light; arise, be produced; turn into.
21

 Therefore, some have 

suggested that speaking of the existence of God is inap-

propriate, but rather we should speak of the being of God. 

While it is appropriate to speak of the existence of any 

created being, for such do indeed emerge, appear, etc., but 

that God’s being is eternal, and therefore, in a sense, He 

does not exist, but does have being, the only self-existent 

being.
22

    

  In essence, what is being stressed here, is that all things 

that exist in the universe have a derived existence, that is, 

existence is not inherent within them, but comes from an-

other. And that other is God, who is the only self-existent 

being, from which all else is obtained. So the God that we 

are speaking of is the center of all meaning and purpose. 

This concept of God may be new to you. The question is, 

is the appearance of design in the universe real, and if so, 

does it point to God? 

 

4.  Some Who See Design 

  In this section it is documented that some, perhaps 

many, scientists see design in nature. Most do not claim to 

be theists, but they do admit to being interested in, fasci-

nated by, or convinced that there is design in nature. 

  Paul Davies, a professor of theoretical physics (espe-

cially applied to quantum physics, astrophysics and cos-

mology) at Arizona State University, and popular science 

writer, has written the following: “Scientists are slowly 

waking up to an inconvenient truth ‒ the universe looks 

suspiciously like a fix. The issue concerns the very laws of 

nature themselves. For 40 years, physicists and cosmolo-

gists have been quietly collecting examples of all too con-

venient ‘coincidences’ and special features in the underly-

ing laws of the universe that seem to be necessary in order 

for life, and hence conscious beings, to exist. Change any 

one of them and the consequences would be le-

thal.”
23

 Davies has also written, “There is for me powerful 

evidence that there is something going on behind it all  . . .  

It seems as though somebody has fine-tuned nature’s 

numbers to make the Universe.  . . .  The impression of 

design is overwhelming.”
24

  

  Fred Hoyle (1915-2001), founder and director of the 

Institute of Theoretical Astronomy at the University of 

Cambridge, has stated the following: “A common sense 

interpretation of the facts suggests that a superintellect has 

monkeyed with physics, as well as with chemistry and 

biology, and that there are no blind forces worth speaking 

about in nature.”
25

  

  Michael Behe, professor of biochemistry at Lehigh 

University, mentioned above, has stated that “The conclu-

sion of intelligent design flows naturally from the data 

itself ‒ not from sacred books or sectarian beliefs. Infer-

ring that biochemical systems were designed by an intelli-

gent agent is a humdrum process that requires no new 

principles of logic or science. It comes simply from the 

hard work that biochemistry has done over the past forty 

years, combined with consideration of the way in which 

we reach conclusions of design every day.”
26

   

  Michael Denton, author and biochemist, mentioned 

above, has written that “The complexity of the simplest 

known type of cell is so great that it is impossible to ac-

cept that such an object could have been thrown together 

suddenly by some kind of freakish, vastly improbable, 

event. Such an occurrence would be indistinguishable 

from a miracle.”
27

   

  Thomas Nagel, well-known philosopher, has written as 

follows: “In thinking about these questions I have been 

stimulated by criticisms of the prevailing scientific world 

picture . . . by the defenders of intelligent design. Even 

though writers like Michael Behe and Stephen Meyer are 

motivated at least in part by their religious beliefs, the 

empirical arguments they offer against the likelihood that 

the origin of life and its evolutionary history can be fully 

explained by physics and chemistry are of great interest in 

themselves. Another skeptic, David Berlinski, has brought 

out these problems vividly without reference to the design 

inference. Even if one is not drawn to the alternative of an 

explanation by the actions of a designer, the problems that 

these iconoclasts pose for the orthodox scientific consen-

sus should be  taken  seriously.  They  do  not  deserve  the 

scorn with which they are commonly met. It is manifestly 

unfair.”
28

   

  George Ellis, well-known astrophysicist, and winner of 

the Templeton Prize in 2004, has stated that “Amazing 

fine tuning occurs in the laws that make this [complexity] 

possible. Realization of the complexity of what is accom-
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plished makes it very difficult not to use the word ‘mi-

raculous’ without taking a stand as to the ontological sta-

tus of the word.”
29

  

  Allan Sandage, astronomer, winner of the Eddington 

Medal, National Medal of Science, Crafoord Prize, and 

was elected a Fellow of the Royal Society, has written that 

“I find it quite improbable that such order came out of 

chaos. There has to be some organizing principle. God to 

me is a mystery, but is the explanation for the miracle of 

existence, why there is something instead of nothing.”
30

   

  Arthur Eddington (1882-1944), well-known astrophys-

icist, winner of the Royal Society Royal Medal, Henry 

Draper Medal, etc., stated the following: “The idea of a 

universal mind or Logos would be, I think, a fairly plausi-

ble inference from the present state of scientific theory.”
31 

  

  Albert Einstein, winner of the Nobel Prize in Physics, 

stated the following: “[T]he scientist is possessed by the 

sense of universal causation. . . . His religious feeling 

takes the form of a rapturous amazement at the harmony 

of natural law, which reveals an intelligence of such supe-

riority that, compared with it, all the systematic thinking 

and acting of human beings is an utterly insignificant re-

flection.”
32

    

  Antony Flew, well-known and influential atheist 

throughout much of the twentieth century, comments as 

follows: “I think that the most impressive arguments for 

God’s existence are those that are supported by recent sci-

entific discoveries.  . . .  I think the argument to Intelligent 

Design is enormously stronger than it was when I first met 

it.  . . .  It now seems to me that the findings of more than 

fifty years of DNA research have provided materials for a 

new and enormously powerful argument to Design.”
33

   

  Freeman Dyson, winner of the Templeton Prize in 

2000, Fermi Award, Henri Poincaré Prize in 2012, 

Oersted Medal, etc., professor of physics at the Institute 

for Advanced Study in Princeton, said the following: “The 

universe shows evidence of the operations of mind on 

three levels. The first level is elementary physical pro-

cesses, as we see them when we study atoms in the labora-

tory. The second level is our direct human experience of 

our own consciousness. The third level is the universe as a 

whole.  . . .  I am sure of only one thing. When we look at 

the glory of stars and galaxies in the sky and the glory of 

forests and flowers in the living world around us, it is evi-

dent that God loves diversity.”
34

   

  Frank Tipler, physicist, writes as follows: “When I be-

gan my career as a cosmologist some twenty years ago, I 

was a convinced atheist. I never in my wildest dreams im-

agined that one day I would be writing a book purporting 

to show that the central claims of Judeo-Christian theolo-

gy are in fact true, that these claims are straightforward 

deductions of the laws of physics as we now understand 

them. I have been forced into these conclusions by the 

inexorable logic of my own special branch of physics.”
35

   

  Charles Townes won the Nobel Prize in Physics in 

1964 for discovering the maser which led to the laser. In 

the cover article for the July 27, 1998 issue of Newsweek, 

“Science finds God,” Sharon Begley cited Townes: “As a 

religious person, I strongly sense the presence and actions 

of a creative Being far beyond myself and yet always per-

sonal and close by.” Begley wrote, “Townes believes that 

recent discoveries in cosmology reveal ‘a universe that fits 

religious views’ – specifically, that ‘somehow intelligence 

must have been involved in the laws of the universe’.” 
36

  

  Henry F. Schaefer, III, is the Graham Perdue Professor 

of Chemistry and director of the Center for Computational 

Quantum Chemistry at the University of Georgia. He has 

been cited as one of the most quoted chemist in the world. 

Schaefer is quoted as follows: “A Creator must exist. The 

big bang ripples (April 1992) and subsequent scientific 

findings are clearly pointing to an ex nihilo creation con-

sistent with the first few verses of the book of Genesis.  . . 

.  The Creator must have awesome power and wisdom. 

The quantity of material and the power resources within 

our universe are truly immense. The information, or intri-

cacy, manifest in any part of the universe, and (as Allan 

Sandage has well stated) especially in a living organism, is 

beyond our ability to comprehend. And what we do see is 

only what God has shown us within our four dimensions 

of space and time!”
37 

   

  Arthur L. Schawlow (1921-1999), Nobel Prize winner 

(1981), for contributions to the development of laser spec-

troscopy, professor of physics at Stanford University, 

writes as follows: “It seems to me that when confronted 

with the marvels of life and the universe, one must ask 

why and not just how.  . . .  But the context of religion is a 

great background for doing science. In the words of Psalm 

19, ‘The heavens declare the glory of God and the firma-

ment showeth his handiwork’. Thus scientific research is a 

worshipful act, in that it reveals more of the wonders of 

God’s creation.  . . .  I find a need for God in the universe 

and in my own life.”
38

 

  Arno Penzias, Nobel Prize winner in physics for 1978, 

who helped uncover evidence of the Big Bang, has said 

that “the best data we have (concerning the big bang) are 

exactly what I would have predicted, had I nothing to go 

on but the five books of Moses, the Psalms, the Bible as a 

whole.”
39

   

  When asked about Hoyle’s theories of a steady state 

universe or an oscillating one, Penzias responded: “Well, 

people are uncomfortable with the purposefully created 

world. To come up with things that contradict purpose, 

they tend to speculate about things they haven’t seen yet, 

like missing mass, which would allow the world to col-

lapse back on itself.”
40

  Penzias explains further: “Astron-

omy leads us to a unique event, a universe that was creat-

ed out of nothing and delicately balanced to provide exact-

ly the conditions required to support life. In the absence of 
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an absurdly-improbable accident, the observations of 

modern science seem to suggest an underlying, one might 

say, supernatural plan.”
41

  

  John C. Sanford, plant geneticist at Cornell University, 

writes as follows: “Such bewildering complexity is exact-

ly why language (including genetic language) can never 

be the product of chance, but requires intelligent design. 

The genome is literally a book, written literally in a lan-

guage, and short sequences are literally sentences. Having 

random letters fall into place to make a single meaningful 

sentence, by accident, is numerically not feasible.”
42

  

 

5.  Summary & Conclusion 

  Intelligent Design as an area of scientific research, 

while embraced by some, is rejected by others, and per-

haps by the majority of scientists. Yet, observing design in 

nature is something reported throughout the ages. And, as 

indicated above, many modern very accomplished scien-

tists report observing design in nature as well. Above we 

briefly indicated some 19 scientists who see design in na-

ture, including 4 who are Nobel Prize winners.  

•  Proving that something is designed, rather than occur-

ring naturally, is not easy. However, it should be noted 

that detecting design is routinely done in forensics and 

archeology, and sophisticated design detection procedures 

have been developed.
43

   

•  Whether Intelligent Design is indeed “science” or not 

is not really a “scientific” question, but rather one of se-

mantics, or definition. The real question is not so much is 

Intelligent Design science, but rather is it true.
44

   

•  Let us end with the question we began with, “Does the 

natural world show evidence of intelligent design, or is the 

apparent design only illusory?”  
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