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SABBSA- Believing the Bible from the first verse

At our last meeting we saw the DVD Scientific Evidence for Noah's Flood by Dr. Mace Baker. We also had reports on projects with FEAST and the transferring and up dating of our website. This article will detail those events as well as a commentary on the scientific method and scientific bias which was evident in the recent decision to remove Pluto from the status of a planet.

SABBSAVice President Dub Warren has set us up with FEAST to do monthly presentations starting Tuesday, September 19th  at 7 pm at FEAST. This fall’s series is entitled “Battle of Belief Systems … So What?”  He will set the stage with this audience by focusing on the underlying background of the Creation - vs. – Evolution debate. If you wish to attend one of these talks, contact Estela Frias and RSVP with FEAST at (210) 342-4674 Ext. 59.

We have now transferred our website from its previous web host to GoDaddy at a very cheap rate. Also, we have transferred ownership of our domain name from that of Ben Hernandez to Clarence Johnson. We would like to take this opportunity to thank Ben Hernandez and Ernie for their years of service on our website. Without their work it would not have existed and the contacts it has elicited across the country would not have occurred. Clarence is presently in the process of rebuilding our email database and then will go about the task of downloading the last 5 years of Communiqué newsletters onto the website with a topical index search engine to be installed as well. This is an exciting project that we cannot wait to see come to fruition.
Let’s now turn our attention to the rather bizarre turn of events this past month with the International Astronomical Union. A committee  within the Union charged with investigating what to do with Pluto and other bodies since discovered recommended to include along with Pluto its moon Charon as a sister planet, the newly discovered Kuiper Belt body designated 2003 UB313 and known as Xena (which is believed to be larger than Pluto) and Ceres (the largest body in the Asteroid belt). This would have brought the total of planets in our solar system to 12 instead of the long traditional nine. The problem with this recommendation is that there are 58 other bodies in the solar system larger than Ceres. And what of Jupiter’s moon Ganymede which is larger than Mercury. It’s excluded only because it orbits Jupiter. What of Europa which is larger than all these nominated planets and is thought to have more water than Earth! Titan which orbits Saturn is bigger than all the nominated planets and has an atmosphere which extends 10 times further into space (600 Km) than Earth’s atmosphere (60 Km). Thus, Ceres, Xena, Pluto and Charon would have been very subjectively labeled as Planets. The reasoning of  that committee was purely tradition and not science. They wanted to find a way to include Pluto because of tradition and thus tried to force fit a definition of Planets which included it. 

Fortunately the main body of the Society saw the folly in this and instead of making the three nominees planets, they instead demoted Pluto. The truth is that all of this is an argument about human constructs and classifications. Pluto hasn’t changed due to its demotion and neither have the laws of physics. The arguments are about how we think of our solar system and universe. Now, what does all this have to do with evolution and science? From this open debate we get deep insight into the types of biased and unscientific debates which go on in science all the time, but which are rarely so publicly aired. Evolutionists have these types of debates between themselves all the time. Some evolutionists doubt there was a Big Bang. Many believe gradualism is a falsehood. A few believe evolution to be impossible on this planet and that life was imported. There are debates about the mechanisms of evolution, and these have changed several times over the last 100 years. But, always the evolutionist community comes out and says that they are unanimous that evolution is a fact of science. This in spite of the fact they cannot agree how it happened, if it happened, how long it took, what its main mechanisms are, nor even what defines a species. The only thing they are unanimous about is their devotion to the religion of evolution. Science does not matter. Facts do not matter. If one mechanism is proven false, it only means another must be found, for we all know evolution is true!? In fact what has been so exposed in the Pluto debate is the bias of scientists when they approach a problem. Ideally, a scientist explores a question with no preconceived notions about it. However, with human beings that is rarely the truth. It is far more honest to acknowledge that all scientists approach a field of research because they have an interest in that field and some preconceived notions which guide their studies. If they did not have such preconceived notions they would not ever have a hypothesis which they would then test in the laboratory to prove or disprove. And this is a key step in the scientific method.
 It should also be noted what the Pluto debate reveals so clearly about scientific inquiry today. It is not always about what is scientific truth, as it is how we perceive it or can categorize it. It’s funny that the first precept of evolution is that one species will eventually evolve into another, but evolutionists are constantly trying to classify organisms into species and phyllla as if these are fixed. That is the position of the Creationists who say that the kinds (species) are fixed in their genome. The problem for them is that we look for similarities in everything. We look for classifications when we inquire. God wired us like this so that we could conceive His creation. The evolutionists must fight this “wiring” to conceive evolutionary constructs which are not  part of God’s order, but they frequently fall back into such constructs because as much as they wish to deny it, the kinds are there. Species exist, even though they should not if evolution were true. As Stephen Stanley of  Johns Hopkins University often reminds his students and audiences he lectures to, “You have to always remind yourself that there is no design in what we are seeing in nature, even though it always looks like there is!” What devotion to the religion of evolution, and what an indictment to scientific inquiry.  With the passing of Stephen Jay Gould, Dr. Stanley is now the foremost authority in the field of punctuated equilibrium, and his advice to students and the public is that we should ignore the evidence we see and become blind believers in evolutionary faith. When was direct observation taken out of scientific inquiry? The next time you are told that science has proved something remember the Pluto debate and the words of Dr. Stanley. Nothing has been proved; human beings have both biases and misconceptions. And if the history of scientific inquiry has taught us anything, it’s that today’s theories and laws are often tomorrow’s comical falsehoods. We are not the weak minded fool that evolutionary scientists say we are when you question evolution. In fact, by admitting your bias toward God and His creation you are often being far more honest than the average scientist. As Ken Ham says, “Some say evolution happens so fast that you cannot see it, and then others say it happens so slowly that it cannot be observed.” There must be room for the logical, scientifically valid observation that if we cannot observe it, it may well not exist at all!

At the next SABBSA meeting, we will view the video "The Great Debate - On Science and the Bible." Debating for a Young Earth are Ken Ham and Jason Lisle of AIG vs. Hugh Ross & Walt Kaiser of Reasons to Believe on the Old Earth side. This series was originally televised on the John Ankerberg Show in 10 segments of 25 minutes each. AIG packaged the series with additional commentary in places where they (the AIG team) would like to say more, but were constrained by time and maybe a little biased moderating by John Ankerberg.. We will play a segment and the commentary that goes with it which will take about 45-50 minutes. You are cordially invited to join us this coming Tuesday, September 12th at 7 pm at the Jim’s Restaurant at the corner of San Pedro and Ramsey.
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