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SABBSA- Believing the Bible from the first verse
Merry Christmas to all of you! May the gift of Christ be foremost in your thoughts this Christmas Season.  This month’s Communiqué has a theme of the effects of Darwinism on our society. You may not have noticed it, but a new anti-discrimination law took effect on November 21st and it targets the negative effects of Darwinism on our society. Along this theme we have articles by John West, William Dembski, Jay Richards and Stephen Meyer of the Discovery Institute on how Darwinist materialism has affected our society and our theology. We also have notices of upcoming events including Dr. Jerry Hardwick’s “Star of Wonder’ seminar, and an article by Dr. Daniel Harris on his interpretation of the “Christmas Star” event.
New Anti-bias Law Centers on Genetics
The first new anti-discrimination law in twenty years took effect last month, prohibiting employers from hiring, firing or determining promotions based on a person’s genetic makeup.  As of December 7th, group health insurers will not be allowed to consider a person’s genetics (such as their predisposition to sickle-cell anemia) to set insurance rates or deny coverage (source – S.A. Express-News and Los Angeles Times).
This new law has many ramifications. First, it raises legal questions. It has already elevated concerns of how companies’ health records on employees can be treated, and if simply having such information breaks the law?  Second, it raises ethics issues brought on by advances in technology, which go to the reason the law was passed. We believe that every man ”…is created equal… and has certain inalienable rights.” Some fear these ideals may be tread on as we begin to be able to predict whether a person will become ill early in life, or have special genetic abilities or disabilities.
But, behind the scenes of this very serious debate on personal freedoms is an undercurrent which brought it all to bear and which scares the framers of the new law the most. The logical conclusion of Darwinism is that variations of a species (including Homo sapiens) have different abilities, and some are better able to adapt and succeed in a given environment. Thus, they are selected for due to their superiority of traits compared to another. This notion flies in the face of every man being “created equal.” In fact it says that many men are created “unequal.”

For our society this is a massive ideological problem due to our ideals of cherishing and taking pride in our personal differences. This is a set of ideals embraced by God and the church, since we are told each of us has different “gifts” and each of us is to play a different role in the functioning of God’s church to make the whole function. This is also where society’s ideals and the church’s diverge, in that society sees differences as special rights of the individual, while the church sees them as gifts to be used for the betterment of the community. In either case, we acknowledge the differences in people and have reason to see them as positives. Darwinism does not always share such an optimistic view.

The worst application of this concluding truth of Darwinism was seen in Nazi Germany. The Nazis believing in Darwinism, thought of the Aryan Race as the ultimate in superior evolutionary traits and thus deserving to survive while other groups perish. This ideal led to the aggression of World War II and to the holocaust. 
Evolutionists run from such discussions and will incessantly lie that Darwinism does not conclude any such thing, since such a conclusion goes so far afield of current political sensibilities and thoughts of humaneness.  It is real entertainment to watch evolutionists play games with and shift the definitions of evolution. They do this so that in one case it does not infer such differences equate to superior and inferior traits and then smoothly switch definitions of evolution in midstream.  Hence, the public misses the fact that they are now talking about a theory which says the disabled, the weak, the overpopulated, the low IQ and more all need to die off for the good of the rest of the superior members of society. This new law is only a portent of things to come. How will we deal with it when we can design children in the womb? What will we do when we unravel the code for I.Q. and other abilities and can identify them in a person’s DNA? Will employers be able to use that information?

These are weighty questions which our children will deal with. But I submit that how we deal with them will be highly effected by whether we see people with beneficial differences or inferior and superior traits to be breed for or eliminated. Will we ultimately adopt the early 20th Century Eugenics program as envisioned by the founders of Planned Parenthood as well as Adolph Hitler, to breed humanity selecting for "superior" traits while eliminating the "inferior?" We have already seen where the road to belief in Darwinism can lead. Are we doomed to repeat history again? For more background on this issue I have reprinted my notes on lectures related to this topic by members of the Discovery Institute at the recent “Science and Faith: Friends or Foes? Conference.”
The Effect of Darwinian Materialism on Biblical Studies and Theology
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Dr. William Dembski, Dr. Jay Richards and Dr. Stephen Meyer

A question from Dr. William Dembski – What’s the payoff for this whole discussion? What did some seminary students get at a liberal theological seminary which undermined their faith?

First, they got historical views that the Bible is unreliable - just a hodgepodge of writings by men and flawed. Also we get the “Ecclesiastes attitude” of life appears to be designed, but it is not and you are lost!

The alternatives – ID and creationism – don’t just poke holes in evolution. They offer mechanisms for what we see. This against a background where if you claim ID or creation you are blackballed from degrees, grants, tenure and jobs. There is no money for ID or Creationism, there is for Darwinism. This truth has had profound effects on the culture of our universities, academia, scientific research and the portrayal of creationism in the media.
Christian Darwinists?? – (The new Theistic Evolutionists )– are straight Darwinists –according to them there is no evidence for God in naturalism. The new Obama science advisor Francis Collins is one of these and he is dangerous to us! We used to think that if we gave Christian’s evidence in science for their beliefs that they would jump on. Unfortunately, that is not always the case.
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Dr. Jay Richards – I grew into Christianity reading C.S. Lewis and the commentaries of when and how the scriptures were written. What hit him then and me now is that we have too high a confidence in when these things were written. We could be wrong and some books may have followed others and the theology of different things may have developed differently than we surmise. We may say Mark came first because of its low “Christology” (the idea that the concept of Christ evolved over time and is largely a man-made construct) whereas John has high Christology telling us he was with God in the beginning and he was the word. We assume our dating based on assumptions on the development of Christology and doctrines. We could be wrong. That is materialism in Biblical studies. Theological materialism predates Darwinism, but Darwin is the capstone of materialism.

Unitarianism is bare Theism (which is not popular today). They say there is an all powerful God, but they don’t identify him. They accept all beliefs as versions of God. This is Pantheism – God evolves with the world since the world depends on him and he depends and exists with the world?? These are influences of materialism in theology.

What of “Six literal days?” – Tillotson “we should treat the bible seriously, but not literally”??? What does that mean besides allegory? Genesis 1 is a deep pit with details which go on and on. If Genesis 1 is an allegory, where does literal truth begin? After Genesis chapter 11? Do we write out the big fish story? What about the miracles of Jesus? Logically, it’s either all true and inspired by an omniscient and Holy God who wrote it inerrantly, or it’s a work of man’s which we can treat as we like. If it’s God’s word, we write off parts of it as allegory at our own extreme peril! Again, why would we question the miracles and creation accounts in the Bible, because of the rampant materialism and devotion to naturalism in our society which has leaked into our theology?
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Dr. Stephen Meyer – materialistic metaphysics (methodological naturalism) – says answers in science can come only from naturalistic causes and never from outside agents (design). That is how evolutionists always critique his work on the cell. The trend in science and theology is that we cannot have hypotheses about science or scripture which include agents outside of nature, and therefore we exclude a wealth of possibilities for analysis (including God). 

Could not the book of John be the first book because it is God laying out in complete and perfect terms who His Son is and his place and everything else is secondary to that. It could have been written earlier if we assume divine intervention rather than allowing culture to “naturally” evolve the theology (implying it’s all a man construct and not divine). Also, these writing style assumptions are often at odds with recent archaeological discoveries which discredit our dating or who wrote some books. We too often presuppose books were written in an evolutionary way and that does not jive with the fact that the book has contemporary facts in it (the price of slaves in 1750 BC in Genesis) instead of 900 BC when they think it was written or edited or redacted. You can also have the same author in all five first book (Moses ) communicating different things rather than different styles showing different authors?? The John Ryland’s fragment which dates to 90AD debunks a late dating of John as evolutionary with culture.

The Luke - Acts narrative has so many details correct for the time that it could not have been have written after the fact because its historical reliability would not be that good. Conventional wisdom is none of the gospels could have been written before 70AD because liberal theologians did not believe they could have known of the fall of the temple (naturalism) since they wrote out God. These books were written earlier than theologians from and evolutionary viewpoint have agreed. We too have delved in consensus science!

Evil?  Evolutionists argue that the eye doesn’t show design, but instead shows no designer since it’s not maximized in some ways. For example why don’t we have telescopic vision or night vision? Do these failings signal the lack of a designer and that it all happened by chance as evolutionists propose? In truth the eye does show design, because as any engineer will testify you cannot maximize all things since this will degrade other functions. Thus, any design is a balance of competing parameters to maximize its total function (constrained optimization). Thus, it does show design in a very deep way and an understanding of design and engineering.
Bacteria – Why would God generate the plague? Plasmids allow rapid degeneration of original design. Diseases are examples of natural decay and this decay is exacerbated in bacteria .What about carnivorous animals? Why did God allow this evil? Is it a result of the fall? ID invites science because it can be investigated. If it cannot be investigated then it’s not ID because ID is investigative evidence of design.

The Rise of Scientific Materialism and Its Impact on Ethics and Culture
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Dr. John West (Discovery Institute)

Dr. Stephen Meyer’s findings of intelligent design in biology and his restrictions from teaching in a California state university is what piqued the Discovery Institute’s interest in this field.  (Dr. West said he didn’t know it was possible to get in trouble for what you taught in the liberal air of a California state university till Meyer was sanctioned!)
The primary refutation of Intelligent design arguments today is not an examination of the intelligent design arguments or the scientific evidence, but a statement that since that person advocating ID is a Christian then this is all Creationism in disguise and not science.

Materialism – says “all of reality is blind chance in motion. The cosmos is all there is.” Darwin’s evolution was the key to give scientific plausibility to materialism, a philosophy that the “intelligencia” of the time had already embraced. Evolution said all creatures were produced by a blind, impersonal material process of natural selection acting on random variations. This gave credibility to materialism. Gaylord Simpson said, “Man is the result of a purposeless and natural process that did not have him in mind.”

In Darwin’s sequel book “the Descent of Man” you see that it is untrue that he did not perceive nor believe in the cultural, philosophical and materialist implications of his theory. He did.

Darwin and the Problem of Free will

Darwin said, “The general delusion about free will is obvious…” His system did not allow for free will. Provine said,  “Human free will is nonexistent…free will is a disastrous and mean social myth.”

In the Darwinian View, what is Morality?

Darwin in print said evolution led us to sympathy and the Golden Rule. This sounds good, but…  He said moral rules are ultimately determined by reproductive success. That’s what determines what is moral. Any practice in nature can be justified in this way. Whatever exists by definition must have contributed to reproductive success. Moreover, as conditions for survival change, so do the moral rules. (He would have said that rape helped in ancient times to promote the species and may help in a different future)

Ruse said, “Ethics is an illusion fobbed off on us by our genes to promote reproductivity.” Darwin said, “There is no difference between man and the higher animals in their mental faculties,” but he thought there were significant differences in the mental faculties of the “distinct races.”  He stated his theory said you should expect racial inequality. Blacks are the closest human beings to apes. Thus they are transitional to us!?

Basis of Dignity?

Thus the weak members of civilized societies propagate their own which would have been eliminated by natural selection. We do this unnatural thing because of sympathy which was a by-product of a productive positive trait. In his sequel book Darwin concluded however, that despite our efforts, natural selection still kills off the weak. He then gives a lot of ways they kill themselves off. He said, “Man has no doubt advanced by struggle and if he is to advance still higher he must remain subject to severe struggle.”

Darwin asked, “What’s so special about sympathy? It only helps when it promotes the species – sympathy will pass away.” Ideas do have consequences!
What do scientists after Darwin think? How did Darwin’s thought affect them?

Darwin wrote, “Free will is a delusion (in his notebooks). But most people will never accept this.” What happens if people do accept Darwin’s view of free will as a myth? Leopold and Lobe murdered a kid, confessed, and Clarence Darrow defended them. Darrow believed in Darwin’s theory that people were in jail not because of their free will, but because of their new scientific finding of their genetic background. They killed Bobby Franks because they were made that way. Is Lobe at fault because of the way he was made? Darrow got them spared from the gallows. The difference between the old paradigms of everyone is responsible for their own actions vs. people do what their genes make them do, is that individuals now bear no responsibility for their actions. This has led to a liberal crusade to abolish punishment and treat all crimes as diseases.

Family Life and Sexuality

Change since the 1960’s goes back to Darwin. He thought that marriage was good for 19th century culture , but like all human behaviors is just another evolving product of the struggle to survive and would change in time. There is nothing sacrosanct in it. He would say casual sex today or in the 60’s was just as moral as was rape in cave man days. We have people today that say our promiscuity is not a loss of religion, but preprogramming of the genes that men are not naturally monogamous. In the 1940’s Kinsey was a Darwinian zoologist. He had observed wasps. Forget love and everything else he said, “ Sexual ethics is reduced to normal mammalian behavior” which includes child molestation as normal mammalian behavior and said “if society did not treat it (molestation) so badly they(children) would not be badly affected??” (Parenthesis mine). Likewise Martinson in the 1980’s said incest could be beneficial to the child if society would change its views (Darwinian)

Sanctity & Value of Human Life?

Darwinian Racism – he thought selection provided an explanation for the differences in the capacity of races. Haeckel had another drawing (which few know about today, they have been shown on the next page) of the highest and lowest humans with whites at the top , chimps at the bottom and blacks closer to the apes. 
Geneticist Davenport (founder of the field of genetics) – said different races had very different developments with blacks currently at the development of the Stone Age and whites at modern level. The co-discoverer of the structure of the DNA molecule Dr. James Watson got in trouble recently when expressing the same bias.

Eugenics – scientists feared our sympathy was destroying our race, we don’t want to kill the weak, so we need to produce a super race and promote their reproduction and curtail weaker reproduction. Today’s science myth is that Darwin had nothing to do with Eugenics. In fact such thinking sprang from Darwinism. The lie is that Eugenics came from the Bible in reproduction of the “kind.” As stated in a science for evolution website.

Opponents of eugenics – the Pope and William Jennings Bryan (not the scientific elite). What killed it was the Germans (Nazis) took it to the nth degree and we recoiled. The Klan still believes in the superiority of their kind.

Darwin was an abolitionist and evolutionists use this as evidence against his bias. He was a nice guy and his sympathy took over, but he believed these people were inferior. He was not Wilberforce, he was not crusading for abolition. He jumped on the bandwagon late when it became fashionable. 

Planned Parenthood and scientists still make Haeckel arguments for abortion and infanticide. Al Sanger in “Beyond Choice” said, “We cannot repeal the laws of natural selection so we must allow abortion.” Our legal system says the life of a newborn baby is of less value than the life of a pig or other animal (very Darwinian).” Others say we need to eliminate 90% of the Earth’s population. People they say are a blight on the Earth and society!
Darwin, Theism and Atheism?

Darwin in his writings said, “No shadow of reason can be assigned for the belief that variations … were intentionally and specially guided.” He said he used to be convicted that there was a grand design and something special in man but he no longer believed that in his journals.

Interesting data from surveys of biologists asked about their belief in God. Of the biologists questioned  65% claimed to be atheists, 29% agnostics and only 6% believers. Is there an impact on your whole worldview when you work in a field which has as its underpinning a belief in naturalistic evolution (materialism) and nothing else!
Interestingly, when other scientists were asked the same question, scientists in the fields of Physics, Chemistry and Math, over 50% of scientists in these fields are believers! What a difference it makes when your first supposition in your field is that God does not exist and the world is all that there is!
Phillip Kitcher – “Spiritual Christians??” abandon almost all of the standard stories about the life of Jesus. They give up the miracle birth all miracles etc. As we have seen in the previous article, materialism has weeded its way into our theology.
Conclusion

Bill Dembski was run out of Baylor for ID arguments. Some at SMU tried to ban the Discovery Institute from even coming to a conference which included two members of the state board of education.
When ID advocates or creationists stand up, we get a violent and detestable treatment calling us liars, hate speech and ad hominine arguments. This is not healthy for science. We have a lot of web terrorism going on to destroy Discovery Institute, the Creation Evidence Museum and other creation websites. 

Darwin said, “A fair result can be obtained only by fully stating and balancing the facts and arguments on both sides of each question” – we agree, but that’s not what the evolutionists do today (neither did we do it for them when we were in power). A current 2009 science text still has Haeckel’s embryo diagrams in them (not because this is till accepted as proof of evolution) because they did not want to spend the money to revise the texts. 
Editor’s Note: Dr. Scott Morrow (an agnostic scientist) said, “The end result of evolution will be future generations which are amoral…and do not value human life.”
We agree. It’s still a crystal clear choice. If we believe God made us, then we are responsible to Him and He gets to decide what’s right and wrong! If there is no God, then we assume that role and we get to decide what’s right and wrong.  Selfish and sinful man wants to be God so he tends to try and write God out of the picture. Sadly this is a story told over and again in man’s history with our God. The people of Israel would get right with God and then drift away from him over the years. We in the U.S. seem to be no better. A nation founded on Christian beliefs seems bound and determined today to renounce those same beliefs.

Has Global Warming Stopped?
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A recent news story is being downplayed (or ignored) by the mainstream media. That is revelations of emails within major climate research groups showing them hiding data revealing trends against the furthering of global warming and mentions in the emails of “not sharing damaging data” which does not further their agenda.

In one email, Phil Jones, the director (late edit, he is now the former director since he had to resign last week due to this whole mess coming to light, including hiding data that does not support global warming) of the East Anglia Climate Center in the U.K., suggested to climate scientist Michael Mann of Penn State University that skeptics' research was unwelcome: We "will keep them out somehow -- even if we have to redefine what the peer-review literature is!" Neither man could be reached for comment the next Sunday. (Source: an article by Keith Johnson at wsj.com).This is where this argument hits the creation doorstep. Consensus science, which is going on with global warming also occurs rampantly with research in all other fields. We are taught to think of scientists as unbiased observers of the truth. The truth however, is that scientists are people who have their own biases, let these biases effect their research and allow their biases all too often to push them to “fudge data.” 
Upcoming Events

Demolishing Strongholds lesson titles and FEAST Presentation Schedule (all presentations will occur on the fourth Monday of each month at FEAST)

We will be taking a two month break for Thanksgiving and Christmas and resume this series after the New Year.
Monday, January 25: Evolution in Pop Culture - Part 2 (Dr. Williams - Carl Kerby, 21 min.) and Counterfeit Reality - Part 1 (Dr. Williams - Bill Jack, 26 min.) 
Monday, February 22: Counterfeit Reality - Part 2 (Dr. Williams - Bill Jack, 23 min.) and Answers to Difficult Issues: How to Share Your Christian Worldview - Part 1(Dr. Williams - Carl Kerby, 21 min.) 
Monday, March 22: Answers to Difficult Issues: How to Share Your Christian Worldview - Part 2 (Dr. Williams - Carl Kerby, 17 min.) and Simple Tools for Brain Surgery - Part 1 (Dr. Williams - Bill Jack, 21 min.)
Monday, April 26: Simple Tools for Brain Surgery - Part 2 (Dr. Williams - Bill Jack, 27 min.) and Special Forces for the Savior - Part 1 (Dr. Williams - Charles Ware, 27 min.) 
Monday, May 24: Special Forces for the Savior - Part 2 (Dr. Williams - Charles Ware, 25 min.) and "Man on the street interviews" with Bill Jack (moderator-led discussion, 18 min.) 

AOI at SABBSA on March 9, 2010
Lanny and Marilyn Johnson are former evolutionists trained in the sciences. Creation teaching was instrumental in bringing them to a settled assurance that all of God's Word can be trusted. In 1993, God led them to join Alpha Omega Institute and establish the Children's Ministry to fortify children with the truth of the Bible and to help them avoid the pitfalls of evolution. They will join us in March and bring a presentation on "The Hand of God - Fibonacci Numbers and the Divine Proportion." They will also be speaking at Communion Church on March 7-8, 2010, and at Castle Hills Baptist on March 10-12, 2010.

“Star of Wonder” (Monday, December 7 at 7pm at FEAST)
A few years ago, while traveling with Apollo XVI astronaut Charlie Duke, Jerry Harkwick’s interest in space grew. Duke and Jerry attended an evangelistic breakfast together at Moron AFB, Spain. The next year he was invited to return by the Chaplain of the base to preach. A friend of Jerry’s gave him a study by a Christian astronomer on The Star of Bethlehem. He presented The Star of Bethlehem as a sermon on January 6, in celebration of the Spanish day, “Three Kings Day.” After Chapel an Air Force Sergeant ap​proached him saying he had a computer program that could support his theory. The Air Force Sergeant was an amateur astronomer and worked at the NASA observatory. With that program Jerry discovered that he could go back in time and see for himself what the Star of Wonder really was.

Now in 2009, a full, 4 Part seminar has evolved into: 
· The Heavens Declare: 
· Biblical Astronomy: God’s message in creation (general revelation) 
· Star of Wonder: Sign of Melchizedek 
· Bloody Moon Passover: Celestial signs the day Jesus died 
· The Coming Tetrad: Prophecies of celestial signs of Jesus’ return. We go into the future and see some compelling signs coming soon. 
In celebration of the Christmas season Jerry Hardwick will present his seminar entitled Star of Wonder at FEAST. Please invite your family and friends to this free seminar. Each family is encouraged to bring a small tray of cookies to share at the reception afterwards. 
RSVP for this FREE event at homeschoolfeast.com. We at SABBSA heartily endorse this event. 

Closely related to this presentation is the following article by Dr. Daniel Harris giving one interpretation of the “Christmas Star” event.
The Christmas Star by Daniel H. Harris, Ph.D.
This time each year there arise alleged “explanations” of the Christmas Star.  “Experts” suppose that bright planets came together, or that a very bright exploding star [supernova] attracted the attention of the wise men [magi], and then that sign sent the magi to where Jesus was.  The “experts” imagine they are doing us a service by “explaining” the Christmas Star, so we will not trust in our primitive beliefs. 

The Holy Bible tells us that the Christmas Star appeared as a sign of the birth of Jesus the Messiah, and that soon, “…, there came wise men [magi] from the east to Jerusalem, saying, “where is He that is born King of the Jews?  For we have seen His star [sign] in the east, and are come to worship Him.”” [Matt. 2:1-2]  Yes, the magi saw the Star when they were in the east.  But on their way to Jerusalem they didn’t see the Star; for if the Star had been visible, they would have followed it to Bethlehem, and they would not have needed to stop at Jerusalem.  After the magi met Herod, as they departed, “lo, the Star, which they saw in the east, went before them,… [Matt. 2:9].

When King Herod first heard the report of the magi [Matt.2:3-4] he gathered his own wise men and asked them of these matters.  And all Jerusalem was troubled.  

The first sign that alerted the magi could have been astronomical. If so, Herod’s servants would have seen it easily.  But after meeting his own wise men Herod asked the magi secretly about the time of the Star [Matt. 2:7]; showing us that Herod’s servants: 1) had not seen the Star [it was not astronomical]; 2) had not realized its significance; or more likely, 3) had not revealed its meaning to Herod out of fear.  

If the Star that went before the magi on their way to Bethlehem was visible to all [as Christmas Cards portray], then Herod’s servants would have followed it right to Jesus’ house.  But the Star didn’t lead Herod’s servants, for they couldn’t see it. 
The magi believed the prophecy of the Messiah, so faith opened their eyes to see His Star, while Herod’s servants were blind to the Star.   

After the scribes in Jerusalem told the magi about the prophecy of His birth in Bethlehem [Matt. 2:6] the magi headed off to Bethlehem and “…the Star, which they saw in the east, went before them, till it came and stood over where the young child was. ,… and when they saw the Star, they rejoiced with exceeding great joy.” [Matt. 2:9-10].  They didn’t need to ask where to find Him because the Star stood [remained fixed] above the house!   It looked to them like the same Star they saw in the East.   So it looked like an ordinary star [just very bright], with the about same brightness-color as the one they saw in the East. 
An astronomical object could not “go before” them, leading them to a specific place.  To realize this, consider the Moon.  If an observer sees the Moon rising, and on the opposite side of the Earth another observer sees the Moon setting, those observers, separated by 8,000 miles, see the Moon offset against the stars by only two degrees [about four Moon diameters].  Since the Moon is our nearest neighbor in space, it is clear that no astronomical object could “go before” them.  Astronomical objects are so far 

that a person’s movement on the Earth doesn’t affect an object’s apparent location on the sky.  Anything astronomical would also move with the stars, rising in the east, coming to a maximum height, and then setting in the west, as the Earth turns.  Nor could an astronomical object “stand over” the place where the child was.  To point to a specific place on the ground, the Star had to be near the ground, so its position on the sky would change as the observer moved.  This requires a genuine miracle, like the pillar of fire and cloud, which led the Israelites in the wilderness [Exod. 13,14,33; Num. 12, 14; Deut 31].

So we see that; 1) The inability of Herod’s wise men to follow the Star, while the magi followed it easily; 2) the Star being not seen as the magi go to  Jerusalem; 3) the reappearance of the Star to the magi; 4) the leading of the Star; 5) and the fact that the Star “stood over where the young child was,” pointing to a specific house; all these facts show that after its initial appearance in the East, the Christmas Star must have been supernatural.  No astronomical explanation fits the facts, unless we put ourselves above the God’s Word and force a fit.

If we are willing to accept this miracle, then we have come face to face with the God who does miracles.  So now is the time that we should all invite Him to rule and reign in our hearts [2Cor 6:2]. 

When you come upon this year’s crop of astronomical explanations for the Christmas Star, please remember Matthew 2:9, how the Star went before them and then stood over where the young child was.  And Matthew 2:10, “When they saw the star, they rejoiced with exceeding great joy.”  May your Christmas be one of exceeding great joy, being in His presence, and may you always believe the Word of God, not the experts. [A study of Matt. 2 in the original Greek shows that the KJV English translation is excellent.]
Next Meeting: Tuesday, December 8, 2009, at 7 pm 

In December, we will show "The Case for a Creator." Our thanks to the Discovery Institute for providing this video to us! This video is a classic work in the field of apologetics. Award winning journalist Lee Stroebel interviews scientists and scholars for the answer to the question, "Does contemporary scientific evidence point toward or away from a Creator?" This film is based on Stroebel's bestselling novel, which takes you along on his journey from being a skeptic, to having a profound faith in the God who designed every galaxy and living cell! Please join us for an exciting evening of information and fellowship! We invite you to join us on December 8th to view this classic in apologetics. As always, we will meet at the Jim’s Restaurant at the corner of San Pedro and Ramsey. See you there!
