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Happy New Year! A new year makes us reflect on the past and look toward the future. That is also the theme of this month’s Comuniqué. We probe how God can know our future with an article by Dr. Daniel Harris on “ Is Your Future Uncertain?” Certainly, that is a timely topic as we start a new year.  We also have a look back at how Christianity supported the development of science through history (a retrospective on the history of science which seems lost today with the scientific establishment trying to distance itself from all religión).
Is Your Future Uncertain? by Daniel H. Harris, Ph.D.
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One of the central ideas of modern science is the belief that the immediate future is uncertain and the distant future is unknowable.   This idea crystallized with the work of Werner Heisenberg in 1927.  “Heisenberg’s Uncertainty Principle” has caused many scientists and philosophers to believe that chance rules the universe, so no one can know the future, not even God.

 In 1927 Heisenberg described his inquiry seeking the best means of measuring the exact position and motion of tiny particles such as electrons [particles a thousand times smaller than a typical atom].  Heisenberg found that any attempt to locate an electron using very small light waves [such as ultraviolet light]  would be frustrated, since the impact of the observing light on the electron would substantially  change the electron’s original position and motion in an unpredictable way.  So in principle the measurement is fuzzy, there is a limit to how precisely we can know the electron’s original position and motion.  Since 1927 the application of Heisenberg’s Uncertainty Principle has greatly increased.  Today, it’s one of the pillars of Quantum Theory, the theory of all things very small.

If events on an atomic scale can’t be known precisely, then large scale events which are affected by those tiny events can’t be known precisely either. On this basis scientists argue that chance rules the universe, and no one can know the future. 

But we all need to be reminded that the Holy Bible gave detailed predictions of the birth, life, death and resurrection of our Lord Jesus the Christ.  And we need to remember, 1) that more than 2500 years ago multiple prophecies in the Holy Bible described our time, the time of the End, when the people of Israel would be gathered out of all the nations, 2) that this has happened in our time, and 3) that at no other time in history has a nation been reborn in a day.  The great abundance of precise prophecy in the Holy Bible makes it clear that God does know the future.  How can He who built the railroad not know where the tracks go?

As a Christian and as a scientist I have no argument with the idea that man’s ability to predict future events is limited by the Uncertainty Principle [the best weather forecasts only work for a few days].  But I cannot agree that God is in any way limited in His knowledge of the future.  There is absolutely no reason to suppose that the one true God, who lives beyond space and time, who created all that is, is limited to the use of light, or any other physical means, in His knowing the precise location and motion of every particle in the universe.  


It is a central aspect of reality that in many situations a very small input difference can produce a very large output difference.  For example, in the realm of human events, a few seconds difference, more or less, in arriving at an intersection can be the difference between passing though untouched and a deadly collision.  That’s a life or death switch.  A few seconds makes all the difference.  Scientists call this sensitivity to details instability.  Because God made instability a part of the world, He can give nature a small nudge now, which later yields a desired result.  Since He is God, He knows the detailed consequences of every event and process.  He can by tiny inputs be in total control.  However, His inputs are generally subtle so this process is easily overlooked by those who willfully deny His existence.   

If God truly rules, then chance is an illusion.  On the other hand, if chance rules, then there can be no God.  Only one is true.  We had better choose right. 

If indeed God rules, then Quantum Theory may not be giving us the best understanding of all things small.  A new understanding may await us.   

The scientists who, all puffed up say, “no one can know the future,” don’t know the one true God who holds your future and mine in His hands.  
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The Role of Christianity in the Founding of Modern Science- Dr. Michael Keas (Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary professor and Fellow with the Discovery Institute)

The first known science with precise predictive power was the Ziggurat in Mesopotamia (3000 to 4000 BC). Next, the Greeks (Pythagoras circa 550 BC) and (Plato / Ptolemy 2nd century AD) added geometry to their precise observation of astronomical data (a quantitative view). 
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Aristotle however, took a qualitative approach to science (he accepted the Earth, water, air, and fire elements of Greek science to make things [generation] and admitted to corruption on Earth). However, he said the heavens were made of a fifth element which was incorruptible (Christianity will be invaluable is dispelling this belief).
Tertullian (circa 200 AD) a noted Christian apologist who is credited with the clear delineation of the theology of the Trinity, also expressed the first early intelligent design arguments. He argued that orderly celestial motions point to a governing power. “What has Athens to do with Jerusalem? What concord is there between the Academy and the Church?”
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 Basil the Great (drawn to the left, 330-379AD), Bishop of Caesarea wrote his Hexaëmeron (the Six Days of Creation) a Lenten creation week sermon series. He said the bible and science were integrated. He accepted Greek science (Earth, wind, fire and water)

Augustine of Hippo, the Christian bishop (circa 400 AD) said, we “should understand there is no conflict between the bible and science”

Walter Kaiser (a 20th century theologian) says Christianity benefited science in 3 ways: We believe in:         1. Comprehensibility of the world (God made us to understand); 2. Humans were made in God’s image so we can know God’s world; 3. However, we are finite and fallen – we may have incomplete and wrong answers (supports the tenet of science that what is known is always changing as our understanding changes).
Psalms 102:25-27 – unlike the Greeks, the Bible states that the heavens are corruptible and will wear out.

Basil said that heavens were made of fire (not 5th incorruptible element as the Greeks postulated). While he was at least partially wrong and partially right about this belief, what he got from scripture was that the heavens were part of the creation, corruptible and made of the same substances we have here on Earth (this is a premise of modern astronomy).
Relative Autonomy of Nature – This idea says God gave the universe its laws and it functions independent of Him, but it still depends on Him and is manipulated by Him

Close to this idea was Basil’s idea that the heavens spin around the Earth like a top. While this Earth Centered idea has been dispelled, what he did see with scripture’s help was that motion is conserved in heaven and Earth (which Newton will call inertia in the 17th century).
The Muslims developed algebra which aided Christians who invented calculus and physics. Unfortunately, the Muslims in the past several centuries have turned away from such scientific pursuits.
The concept of God’s absolute power encouraged hypotheses that pushed science beyond Aristotle. Thus, Medieval Christianity pushed forward science. What happened in the 17th century was due to the discoveries and thought pushed by Christianity in the “dark ages.”

Common Myths about Science and Christianity
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Myth - Churchmen in Columbus’ day did not believe the world was flat (nor did most literate people of the time). Washington Irving wrote a flawed historical novel in which he framed the history as being ignorant theologians vs. the humble round Earth Columbus (Columbus of course was wrong on size of the Earth). This incorrect notion persists today.
 Myth - Copernicus removed humanity from the Center of the creation (1543 AD) – The Copernican Principle supposedly says that Earth is not the center of the universe and not special. This is an interpretation attached to the Copernican Principle today to which Copernicus never would have subscribed. Copernicus did not believe in the philosophical implications of the Copernican principle. He believed we were special. We were part of the “dance of the stars!” as he put it. In fact, he saw the whole universe as being created so the Earth would have its place in it.
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Johannes Kepler (17th century) said we could not remain at rest in the center of the universe because then triangulation would not be possible. A privileged Earth argument for why God did not set us up in the center. He says the Earth was designed for discovery! We were created to contemplate and understand His creation. Dr.’s Guillermo Gonzalez and Jay Richards will make expanded arguments like these today.
Robert Boyle (who in the 17th century turned chemistry from being wizardry into science) said, “Nature runs like a clock, not a person!” Boyle thought much of the laws of nature were mechanical and could function without intelligence (but he believed they showed they were set up by intelligence = ID).
Kepler said the “world is not a soul being, but was set up by a souled being. He who believes the clock is a souled being gives credit for the created thing which should be given to the creator.”
Galileo said, “the universe ... It is written in the language of mathematics.” This Christian although ostracized by the church for his belief in the Copernican Principle, is known as the “Father of Modern Science.” Yet, he was a deep believer in God’s hand in the creation.
 Sir Isaac Newton (17th century) – his physical mechanics and calculus showed the unification of the heavens and the Earth under one set of laws (anti – Greek). This is how God chose to make it for us and Him. It is not the way it had to be by the makeup of matter. Matter was made for this structure (anthropic principle).
To Newton gravity was magic (God). God he said “is free to create and govern the cosmos beyond mechanical laws… God is the king, not a mechanic.” Our understanding of Gravity has advanced little since Newton. We know it exists and can quantify its effects. But, we have absolutely no idea how it works. We would do well to recognize God’s work when something is this far beyond our comprehension. Others however would say this is just “God of the Gaps” theology.
Kepler used the clock metaphor to reject pantheism. Pantheism implies that God is simply part of the universe (the creation) and is affected by that creation.
Athenagoras (a 2nd century Christian apologist) called the universe “an instrument in tune” and God strikes its chords! Note how this 18 century old philosophy is in harmony with the evidence we see today with the fine tuning of the universe and the anthropic principle.
Christianity’s role in the Origin of Origin Science (Geo-history)
Rudwick wrote the first book on the science of origins in the last century. He said the Goals of Science are most often how things work and how they originated. He identified the following themes and patterns in origins arguments.
The first is the struggle between Cyclic Sequence vs. Contingent History. Cyclic Sequence is often seen in origin arguments like the eternal Earth of Hinduism or Gaia. Cyclic sequence suggests the creation has always been here and always will and goes through an eternal sequence of cycles in which the same patterns are repeated eternally. Contingent history allows for the creation to have a beginning and that the condition of the creation at any time is dependent on what has happened to it in the past.
Hutton said there was no beginning and no end. De Luc of Geneva saw cause and effects and beginnings and ends, not endless cycles – a Christian perspective contributed to naturalism, geology and the rest of science. Indeed, the God of the Bible contributed the notion of a beginning and an end to creation. Most other theologies and even early sciences accepted an eternal Earth philosophy. Einstein for most of his career did not believe the universe had a beginning, but was in some “steady state’, which is why he incorrectly fudged his theory of relativity with an incorrect universal constant.
Conclusions

Judge science by its explanatory power, not by the supposed motives of its researchers.
Christianity has been a leading factor in the rise of modern science (also in political development, technological developments, and most other facets of our culture).
Other religions contributed, especially Islam, but the accelerated growth of science since the 16th century is due to Christianity.
We have huge “cultural erasers” who try to erase Christianity’s contribution to evolving science.
Einstein said, “The most incomprehensible thing about reality is that it is comprehensible.” He said “God doesn’t play dice”
American Institute for Technology and Science Education 
(Thanks to Carl Williams for bringing us information on this new group out of California dedicated to getting rid of the “consensus science” disease dominating science today. Carl believes this organization at least in part is a byproduct of the “Expelled: No Intelligence allowed” film, and he may be correct.) Here is an excerpt from their brochure.
Why is AITSE so important?

Is it true that: global warming is caused by man; evolution is a fact; and condoms prevent AIDS? All these statements might be true—or not. Human beings like certainty, but public perception and media rhetoric are not necessarily grounded in scientific fact. History documents that as knowledge increases, the accepted scientific “facts” change. But a recent disturbing trend in science is to silence scientists who present evidence that challenges the fashionable scientific viewpoint. Therefore, you may never hear about the good reasons for doubting widely disseminated claims, such as those above. Yet, integrity and logic demand that good science be based on evidence, not consensus.

This consensus-driven science: 1 Undermines the faith upon which this nation was founded; 2 Discourages students from pursuing careers in science, engineering, and medicine;  3 Endangers public health and well-being; and 4 Stifles the innovation that has fueled our economic success and global influence.
It is vital that scientific data (both old and new) are evaluated accurately and impartially. Science and technology must be freed from ideology, politics, and the illusion of consensus. The public has the need to understand all the facts, and the right to be told the other side of the story. Then we can judge accurately, based on evidence, not consensus. “In science consensus is irrelevant. What is relevant is reproducible results. The greatest scientists in history are great precisely because they broke with the consensus.”—Michael Crichton, Science Writer

We welcome this new academic organization to the fray. Note that they are asking many of the same questions and demanding the same integrity and commitment to empirical science that we have demanded for years. They are certain to meet with opposition and be ostracized by their peers. We pray for their success.
Tuesday, December 8, 2009, at 7 pm 

In December, we saw "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 scientitsts 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 book, which takes you along on his journey from being a skeptic, to having a profound faith in the God who designed every galaxy and every living cell! We enjoyed the exceptional ID arguments presented in this well done video. We did however, have problems with the old Earth assumptions and some of the astronomical conclusions of the film. 

Upcoming Events

Join us on January 25th as Dr. Carl Williams continues with the Demolishing Strongholds curriculum from Answers in Genesis. This month’s topics are “Evolution in Pop Culture” and “Counterfeit Reality.” This video series is tailored for youth. Mrs. Cindy Williams will provide creation activities for younger children during the presentation. A complete listing of the upcoming presentations in this series is included below:
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.) 

Coming Tuesday, March 9, 2010, at 7 pm 
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 7th and 8th, 2010 and at Castle Hills Baptist on March 10-12, 2010. A special program for parents and younger children will be presented at Live Oak First Baptist on March 6th.
Mark your calendars for May

Two creation opportunities are coming the second week in May to take note of. First, Frank Mayo, leader of the Greater Houston Creation Association will be here on Tuesday, May 11th to speak at our monthly SABBSA meeting on "Creation Cosmology."  Also, Dave and Mary Jo Nutting with AOI will be down here for FEAST’s annual book fair. They will be speaking on May 14th and 15th.
Next Meeting: Tuesday, January 12, 2010, at 7 pm 


In January, we will see "Darwin's Dilemma: The Cambrian Explosion." This documentary reveals the huge scientific problems with Darwin's theory as it relates to the Cambrian Explosion. This is not a religious film, but atheists hate it because the scientific evidence is deeply disturbing to their belief system. The absence of transitional forms between the animal body plans implies design rather than a gradual, unguided cobbling together of adaptations. 

The movie shows how the Precambrian layer contains single-celled creatures but no obvious ancestors of the Cambrian Phyla. By looking at the Burgess Shale of BC and the Chengjiang fossils of China the film shows how soft-bodied and microscopic creatures are exquisitely well preserved in the rocks but no transitional forms connect the animal phyla. Thus, the old Darwinist excuse that the transitionals really did exist, but were too small and soft-bodied to be preserved is untenable (source - one review on Amazon). We invite you to join us for an evening of fellowship and investigation in God's creation! 

