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An independent nondenominational, nonprofit and volunteer, educational and evangelical outreach.

We confess the Bible to be The Word of God, Jesus Christ as The Lord, and young-earth scientific creationism.

The San Antonio Bible Based Science Association (SABBSA) met on June 11th, 2002 for their monthly meeting (2nd Tuesday of each month) at the Jim’s Restaurant conference room.    The 2nd part of the video "CREATION VS EVOLUTION” hosted by Thomas Dervartanian was presented.   Mr. Dervartanian, who is the Director of Research for the Petra Broadcasting Corporation, focused his presentation to Specific Complexity as a reliable, empirical (experimental, observable) marker of actual design.

Mr. Dervartanian’s presentation was divided into 5 major categories:

(1) Analysis of the Naturalist presupposition in Science

(2) Explanation of William Dembski’s intelligent design filter 

(3) Optical purity of Amino Acids and Natural Mechanisms for DNA assembly

(4) Explanation of Analysis of Chaos Theory as a self-organizational scenario

(5) Analysis of Fossil Interpretation and Homology.

We will go into some detail on categories 1, 2 & 3.  Touch briefly on item 4 and refer the reader to the April/2002 newsletter on an explanation regarding Homology.

(1) Analysis of the Naturalist presupposition in Science

Mr. Dervartanian stated that science has taken on a new meaning – a meaning where naturalism is only thing considered.  He gave the following definition:

Nature is the only reality, eternal, self-actuating, self-existent, self-constrained, self-dependent, self-operating, self-explanatory with no need of the supernatural for explanation…with inherent (of material properties) relationships of processes in space and time.

With this new definition of science, questions and issues are limited to naturalism.   Limiting the scope of the questions that can be asked will limit the evidences and force the outcomes.   FREE INQUIRY is not recognized – it must be within naturalism to be considered.    It may appear that intersubjectivity (same outcome no matter by whom or when the experiment is performed) is preserved.  But that is only because the boundary of investigation is contained by this bogus definition.

Thinking is warped in this new paradigm.   It appears that they need to be convinced more so than the creationist!   Read what Francis Crick (co-discoverer of the DNA structure) says:

“Biologist must constantly keep in mind that what they see was not designed, but rather evolved”   Science and Nature, 10/1986

Knowing that evolutionist cannot win a debate over the details of evidence, they are encouraged to discuss the new definition and to stay away from the details – to discuss what is science and not religion.

(2) Explanation of William Dembski’s intelligent design filter

William Dembski, in his book THE DESIGN INFERENCE, developed a filter to empirically mark actual design.   It is an explanatory filter, which examines an object in light of the possible explanations of its existence.   The filter contains four categories:

1) Law

2) Chance

3) Law Constrained Chance

4) Design.

An example of Law is gravity.   Design is not a necessary inference.   An example of Chance is rate of decay of radioactive decay.   Again, design is not a necessary inference.   An example of Law Constrained Chance is that of different size rocks agitated in a barrel.    Shaken in space, there would be no stratification of the rocks.   However, shaken in the presence of gravity, the stones will stratify according to size and weight.   Applying this idea to evolution, natural selection is the Constraining Law and mutation is the Chance.    It may give the appearance of design and purpose but it is not a necessary inference.

The distinction between Law Constrained Chance and Design is SPECIFIED COMPLEXITY.   Given a 1997 gray corvette, the following examples of its license plate were given:

1) BXC 382 - 
Has complexity but no specificity.  It is pure chance.    1 in 13 million

2) GRY 815 -    Has same complexity as (1) but greater specificity (GRY infers the color gray).   It is still

pure chance.

3) GRY VET -  Has greater complexity & greater specificity – 1 in 91 million.

4) 97 VETT – Greater complexity (includes numbers) & greater specificity – 1 in 796 million.

The Intelligent Filter argues that specified complexity is a reliable, empirical marker of actual design.

(3) Optical purity of Amino Acids and Natural Mechanisms for DNA assembly

Mr. Dervartanian introduced us to Amino Acid Isomers.   They are chemically identical mirror images.   For example the following are isomers:
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They are very similar, having the same components but they are not identical.   For example, the A is on the left side of the L-FORM and on the right side of the D-FORM.    Even though nature produces 50% of L and D forms, NOTHING in natural chemistry can recognize the difference between these two isomers.   What’s important to note is that LIFE ONLY USES THE L FORMS – THE D FORMS ARE CONSIDERED TOXIC.   Nature is a “blind puzzle builder” – it cannot tell the difference between the two.   So how is it that life only has L forms?   What’s the mechanism for weeding the D forms out?   Clearly, Law Constrained Chance cannot explain it, yet ONLY L-forms exist in life and for a very specific purpose.    This is an excellent example of SPECIFIED complexity – a clear marker of actual design.

This leads us to consider “information” – what is it?  It is not found in the component themselves, but in the ARRANGEMENT of the components – in the sequence specific arrangements of the components.   Also, it is non-material.   Mr. Dervartanian gave the example of loading a floppy disk with information.  Its weight before and after the information is identical.    Information always comes from intelligence – without exception.   Also, order is not information.  In fact, orderliness works contrary to information because if breeds repetition.    As an example consider the sentence:

“The cow jumped over the moon”

The components (the letters) are sequenced (arranged) solely on the basis of giving information about a cow and the moon.   If one did not know English at all, trying to find a reason why the letters were arranged as they were would be a fruitless endeavor.    The components are arranged (specified) in the sequence for one purpose alone: to give information. 

The information contained in DNA is in the sequence of specificity of the nucleotides.    Whereas, the chemical bonding of DNA occurs only in the binding spine, the information is contained in the side chain.  Mr. Dervartanian gave the example of letter magnets on a refrigerator.   The force of attraction is between each magnet and the refrigerator (representing the binding spine).  There is no relationship between the magnets themselves.   Thus, intelligence must sequence (arrange) the components using only the force between each letter and the refrigerator.   The letters cannot sequence themselves!

(4) Explanation of Analysis of Chaos Theory as a self-organizational scenario 

Mr. Dervartanian defined chaos theory as:  “Effectively unpredictable long time behavior arising in a deterministic dynamical system because of sensitivity to initial conditions” Chaos Theory attempts to explain design by determining the outcomes of specific initial conditions (arising from the Big Bang), which have been established by chance.   The need for existing initial conditions forces the discussion to venture into presupposing earlier universes and even multiple universes.   However, it does not address where the initial conditions originated – pushing the subject backwards in time to earlier and earlier universes of which ours is a by-product.   Chaos Theory (1) provides no natural mechanism to assemble genetic material  (2) doesn’t reduce the impossible probabilities of chance and (3) is based solely on faith.   

We will meet on Tuesday, July 9th from 7 to 9 PM at Jim’s restaurant located at the corner of San Pedro and Ramsey - approximately 1 mile outside Loop 410.    Mr. Scott Lane will be speaking on symbiotic relationships and missing links.


















