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Lesson 3 – The Religion of Naturalism (Part 1)
“If we’re nothing more than a cosmic accident then small wonder that, over time, language about a loving God who created us and loves us sounds more and more like a fairy tale.”






-- Dave Mulholland (after his trip with Katy to Epcot Center)

Chapter 5 – Dave and Katy’s Metaphysical Adventure.  Colson tells a story of Dave and Claudia Mulholland whose high-school aged daughter Katy is slipping away from her Christian roots because, as she put it, “I don’t want to be so different.  And I don’t have to be.  I can be a good person without believing the things my (Christian) parents believe.”  Katy has been taught in school that science has proved that the universe came into existence by chance; that by chance the Earth was just right for life to exist; by chance life developed into birds and bees and butterflies; by chance human beings came along; and, by chance human beings turned out to be so smart that all the world’s problems will someday succumb to their technological prowess.  Katy: “If what you believe is true Dad, then how come no one else believes it? … Last semester we saw a movie called Inherit the Wind, and you could see that all the scientists are on the side of Darwin.  Christians just close their minds to the facts of science.”  

Katy went on: “These are not just my ideas, Dad.  They’re what I learned in school.  They’re what everyone believes – even what I saw in the exhibits today (at Epcot Center).  And you can’t argue with that.”  On that point, Katy was right, Dave thought grimly.  He couldn’t argue with that, because he didn’t know how to begin to counter what she was saying.  His daughter seemed to be throwing away her faith, and he had no idea how to stop her.  But, Dave was determined.  “It’s not just my belief or your mother’s belief,” Dave told Katy, “Christianity is the truth about reality, about what is ultimately real.  And somehow, I am going to find the facts that will show you it’s true.”  

Chapter 6 – Shattering the Grid.  Dave now understood what had happened to his daughter.  She had absorbed the idea that science was the source of truth while religion was merely subjective opinion, something we tolerate for those weak and unintelligent enough to need that kind of comfort.  He realized that he had allowed his daughter to be exposed to these ideas in school, on television, and in her books without ever bothering to teach her how to respond.

The dominant view in our culture today is radically one-sided and is based on Naturalism – the philosophy that this life is all there is and that nature is all we need to explain it.  Naturalistic scientists try to give the impression that they are fair-minded, often implying that religious people are subjective and biased, but this is a ruse because Naturalism is a philosophy, a worldview, a belief system.  Naturalism is a philosophy that cannot possibly be empirically tested.  Even so, Theism is rejected out of hand without discussion.  Therefore, in secular settings it is extremely difficult to look at what evidence might exist to conclude otherwise and follow the evidence to wherever it may lead.

The popular culture promotes Naturalism as if it were science.  The PBS series Cosmos was hosted by secular televangelist Carl Sagan who made it perfectly clear that he had no use for the Creator God of the Bible, yet attributed God-like characteristics to the Cosmos.  The Cosmos is our Creator (“ancient and vast from which we spring”); Sustainer (“Cosmos daily sustains us); it is our destiny (“outer space is our origin and our true home… and where we long to return”); prescriber of moral duty (“our moral obligation is to survive”); object of worship (“if we must worship something, does it not make sense to revere the Sun and the stars”); has its own doctrine of the Fall (“threats to human survival have nothing to do with moral failings.  Instead they result from technological incompetence”); its own doctrine of salvation (“salvation may well come from more advanced civilizations somewhere out there”).  Even The Berenstain Bears Nature Guide peddles Naturalism for toddlers: “Nature is all that IS, or WAS, or EVER WILL BE!” “Nature is you! Nature is me” the bears proclaim!

The Christian must be ready to separate genuine science from this naturalistic philosophy.  Darwinism is typically presented in textbooks and museums mixing and confusing the two.  When Christians question Darwinism in public, they are portrayed through the media grid as intolerant, uneducated, reactionary, and Bible-thumpers who are toe-to-toe with intelligent, educated, and urbane defenders of Darwin.  Our first task, then, before we even can expect to be heard, is to shatter this grid and break the stereotype.  We must convince others that the debate is not about the Bible versus science.  The debate is about an unbiased examination of the scientific facts and following those facts wherever the truth may lead.  We must challenge the assumption that science, by definition, subsumes naturalistic philosophy.  It is a worldview battle, which Christians can win because the facts are on our side!  Our case is fully defensible, if only we can learn how to make it.  The opposition will be impotent.  Romans 1 makes it clear that all unbelievers know somewhere within themselves that God exists and that His attributes have been clearly seen.  It is our job to point them to examine the creation in an unbiased as well as scientific way knowing that they will meet the Creator in the process.

Chapter 7 – Let’s Start at the Very Beginning.  The first question any worldview must answer is how did the universe begin?  In the past few decades, science has completely reversed itself on the question of the origin of the universe.  For thousands of years most cultures believed the universe to be eternal.  The idea that the universe had a beginning was an article of religious faith standing in lonely opposition to firmly establish science.  Only in the 20th century did several lines of scientific evidence make it imperative for scientists to believe that indeed the universe had a beginning. The facts as seen by science today are: 

1. Einstein’s equations of General Relativity demonstrate that both space and time had an origin – the universe is not eternal.
2. Modern telescopes and instrumentation reveal that the stars and galaxies are all moving away from one another (the red shift) and by projecting this expansion back in time one concludes that the universe had a beginning  – a point in time of creation.
3. The two most fundamental laws of modern physics (the 1st and 2nd Laws of Thermodynamics) imply that something external to the universe must have caused it to come into existence a finite time ago in the past:

· 1st Law – “Matter cannot be created nor destroyed.”  That is, the universe just can’t create itself.  Something cannot come out of nothing in the physical world.  And, since matter is real, it in itself becomes evidence for a transcendent creation.

· 2nd Law – The universe is running down, like a wound-up clock.  Since it is running down, there must have been a time when it was wound up, i.e. there is a “beginning time” for the universe.

Creation is no longer merely a matter of religious faith; it is a legitimate conclusion based on the most straightforward reading of the scientific evidence.

These lines of evidence coalesced in the 1960’s leading to the formulation of what scientists call The Big Bang Theory.  Even the name evokes images of Genesis 1 and delivers a near fatal blow to Naturalism.  Naturalists simply have no way to avoid the challenge posed by the big bang without twisting themselves into impossible logical contortions.  To escape the obvious conclusion, many simply ignore the discussion.   Others redefine “science” in such a way that discussion is not permitted (the ACLU approach).  Or, they (purposely) co-mingle the philosophy of Naturalism with science.  Others honestly state that the implications are “philosophically repugnant.”  Others acknowledge the implication of a god –that he/she/it might have started the whole thing, but certainly is out of the picture after that.  Others attempt to tweak their theories to disprove the implications of the big bang (even Einstein attempted this approach).  Others craft fanciful tales passing them off as “theories,” such as imaginary time or quantum fluctuations (the universe popping into existence out of nothing), or infinite number of universes, or self-generation, or endless oscillations.  None of these have as much credence as the biblical theory of the “God Hypothesis!”

The second major line of scientific evidence Dave investigated (supporting the Christian worldview) is Intelligent Design.  The message Dave and Katy got at Epcot was that planet earth “just happened” to be the right size, “just happened” to be the right distance from the sun for life to arise; and, through a process of random mutation and natural selection (Darwinian evolution), humans “just happened” to appear on the scene.  In other words, we are nothing more than a cosmic accident!  But, are all these coincidences really just…coincidences?  Or, did someone design the universe that way?  Dave discovered another dramatic shift in scientific thinking in the last few decades.  Science now gives dramatic evidence that the universe and life itself is the product of purpose and design, NOT chance and mutation.  From the perspective of the space age, it has become clearer that Earth is unique, not just some common planet with common conditions for life.  Scientists are discovering that the physical structure of the universe is exactly what it must be in order to support life.  This has been called in science the Anthropic Principle.  

To date there are over 40 variables that must be exactly right, or the universe doesn’t work and life is not possible.  These include – the earth being just the right size, and just the right distance from the sun; the molecular structure of water being just right; the velocity of the big bang explosion being just right, and the force of gravity being just right.  Also, that the particles that make up the atom are just the right size with just the right charge, possessing just the right magnetic properties, and held together with just the right nuclear forces.  The statistical probability of all these “just the rights” happening without the intelligent intervention of a transcendent power is literally zero. There is no natural explanation, no natural law to account for this extraordinarily precise alignment of variables making the universe capable of supporting life.  If anything, it appears as if the laws of physics were exquisitely calibrated (tailor-made) from the outset for the creation of human life.  Scientists have no way of explaining it on naturalistic grounds and when they attempt to they become speculative at best and illogical at worst.  Some speculate there may be an “infinite universes of which ours just happens to be the one that works.”  Others speculate the “universe wants to be known,” ascribing human characteristics to it.  One honest scientist, Patrick Glynn put it this way, “The main-stream scientific community has in effect shown its attachment to the atheistic ideology of the random universe to be in some respects more powerful than its commitment to the scientific method itself.”  On the other hand, the evidence points to the transcendent God of Genesis 1.  
Christian scientists are beginning to emerge and give credible scientific scholarship showing that complex phenomena, such as life forms, are the product of intelligent design and are not the product of chance or natural law.  William Demski’s, The Design Inference, Eliminating Chance Through Small Probabilities (Cambridge University Press, 1998), gives powerful mathematical evidence the universe was designed.  This is the starting point for the biblical worldview of creation and that a loving God created us.

As Christians we need to turn around the perception that we are opposed to science.  Understanding the implications of the big bang and the anthropic principle, and being able to articulate the simple scientific facts above, takes the Christian out of the world’s grid of being a “Bible Thumper” and puts him or her in the position of giving answers to the opposition with good science. 

BIBLE STUDY: Gen 1:1-31; Ps 19:1-4; Rms 1:18-25; 2 Pet 3:3-9; I Thess 5:21

QUESTIONS:

1. Do you have a “Dave and Katy” situation in your life?  How can you start dealing with it?

2. What is the media grid (stereotype) that Christians are seen through, and how can we shatter it?

3. What three scientific facts can you can use to show that the universe had a beginning just as the Bible says?

4. What is the scientific evidence that supports your belief that a loving God designed the universe and life in it?
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