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The battle of science versus theology is constantly raging in schools and churches all over the 

world. As the beginning student of theology often realizes in the early stages of study, there is 

almost always a scientific explanation of ‘how’ something happens without God’s involvement. 

The more challenging question then becomes ‘why’ did the ‘how’ occur and this is the question 

theologians should be more concerned with explaining. 

 The primary focus of Murphy’s article is that when engaging in an exchange between the 

atheistic scientific communities, the locus of the theologian’s perspective should be rooted in the 

purpose of life rather than on the creation of life. The author sets the stage by illustrating that 

even some of the most respected minds of science such as Einstein and Weinberg felt that 

science did not afford a point to existence (Murphy 2009, 34). Further, he begins to rationalize 

how concepts such as the Big Bang and evolution could be understood as purposes for ‘how’ but 

do not provide much balance for the ‘why’ of life.  

 Murphy composes this article in a manner that is likened to one who has clearly been faced 

with defending his faith against the academic public and scientists alike. All his points are stated 

in a propositional form which aids in making a more plausible argument to the scientist. It is 

reassuring that the author is still able to make a scientifically valid reason for Jesus to enter the 

world under God’s command, a goal Murphy steadfastly endeavored to defend 

 Despite his cleverly interwoven statement of the Gospel from the scientist’s perspective, 

Murphy focused more on Christian assumptions rather than scientific data to support his angle. 

Although this is lauded by Christian scholars, a hard-edged scientist might quickly dispose of his 

arguments as begging the question of God’s existence rather than defending it. Even so, a 

theologian and scientist alike can respect that God answers ‘why’ much more than ‘how’.  


