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PASTCF Members Publish

cholarly articles on theology and science by several of our Associa-

tion members have recently been accepted for publication else-

where. Congratulations! The authors and their publications are identified

here to assist members interested in reading the entire articles. For each

author a sample is provided in this issue of
SciTecht.

Professor Emeritus Gordon C. Mills of
the University of Texas Medical Branch in
Galveston, TX has two recent articles.
“Theistic Evolution: A Design Theory at
the Level of Genetic Information,” a 15-
page article, appeared in the May 1995
issue of Christian Scholar’s Review. “A
Theory of Theistic Evolution as an Alter-
native to the Naturalistic Theory,” an 11-
page article, appeared in Perspectives on
Science and Christian Faith in June 1995.
Mills has written a digest concerning his
theory, which appears on page 5 of this
issue. The author offers reprints of his
articles to SciTechf readers. Write to: 118
Barracuda, Galveston, TX 77550.

Dr. Karl M. Busen of Deerfield, ILwho
has been representing the Association in
the Synod of Lincoln Trails, has an article
entitled “Eternity and the Personal God”
that has been accepted by Perspectives on
Science and Christian Faith, the journal of
the American Scientific Affiliation. This
approximately 12-page article will appear
sometimein 1996. To give members some-
thing to anticipate, SciTecht reproduces
here the abstract of the article, with per-

mission from the American Scientific Af-
filiation.

“The Bible reveals God as being eternal
and personal. Theologiansand philosophi-
cal-minded scientists have suggested that
this carries a conflict. If eternity is inter-
preted as having the property of timeless-
ness, God cannot be personal because a
real relationship between God and the
world would require a temporal medium.
The conflict can be resolved by reasoning
that there are two types of time: One is
linked to an idea (abstract time) and the
other one to human experience (real time).
Both times are related by the principle of
complementarity, i.e., their concepts are
simultaneously exclusive and yet tied to-
gether at a higher level of complexity. God
as an eternal being would then combine
the idea as well as the experience of time in
his essence.” —Karl M. Busen

Rev. William R. Clough, Chaplain
USN/USMC, of Silver Spring, MD has
written a book review for the U.S. Navy
Chaplain’s Resource Board. He has now
provided SczTecht with a book review on
Worldviews and Ecology: Religion, Philoso-
phy, and the Environment. See page 3 of
this issue. T

Presipent's Messace

RAssumptions Rbout
Qur Association

At a recent meeting of the Execu-

tive Board considerable time was
spent on a thorough review of the work
and activities of the Association and
the development of future directions
and plans. We will have more to say
about these in the near future. In the
course of our review, we discussed two
major assumptions that formed the
background of the Association. I will
discuss these briefly.

First, over a period of years we had
collected over a thousand names of
persons who had indicated an interest
in Science, Technology and Christian
Faith issues, and had a desire to be-
come involved. When we began to
form the Association, we believed there
was a significant number of persons
with sufficient interest to be active
members of such an Association, and
who would be active participants by
taking initiative where they lived and
worked to enhance discussion of these
issues in the local church, presbytery,
college campus or scientific lab. Basi-
cally, this would be an Association of
persons who would take initiative and
provide leadership where they lived
and worked. Wondering whether mem-
bers might have different assumptions
and other expectations, we in-

continued on page 8 —>
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Annual PASTCF
Business Meecting at
Cincinnati General
Assembly

frer a welcome by President Ken

McCall and an opening prayer by
Vice President Dan Martin, approximately
twenty attendees introduced themselves.
It was announced that R. Wesley McCoy
had been reelected to the Board by the
membership for a full three-year term. A
1996 Nominating Committee was elected,
including Leigh Bunch, Karl Busen, and
Donn Wimmer.

Secretary/Treasurer Jim Miller pre-
sented the annual financial report, and
reported that PASTCF had been incorpo-
rated as a nonprofit corporation in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. The
Bylaws need revision and expansion to
meet incorporation requirements, and will
be presented to the membership for ap-
proval after review by the Executive Board
in consultation with legal counsel.

Dr. John Burgess,amember of PASTCF
and Associate for Theological Studies in
the Congregational Ministries Division at
the General Assembly offices in Louisville,
reported on developments in the General
Assembly related to science, technology
and the Christian faith. A prospectus is
being prepared this fall responding to over-
tures to G.A. calling for a study of genetics,
and a study of the doctrines of humanity
and sin, in light of contemporary sciences.
Dr. Burgess served as staff to the Work
Group from which PASTCF emerged.

Jim Miller presented a draft outline for
an eight session introduction to science,
technology, and Christian faith issues en-
titled, “Singing the Lord’s Song.” A proto-
type of the curriculum is expected to be
available by the end of October 1995.
Persons present who were willing to give
the curriculum a field test registered to
receive the prototype when it is available.
Dan Martin indicated that two other
PASTCF members. Barbara Pursey and
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Karl Busen, also had outlines for courses or
presentations which they had made in
congregational settings. The meeting closed

with prayer by Ken McCall. T

—Condensed from official minutes

by Jim Miller

HIN

€xecutive Board
Meceting

he PASTCEF Executive Board met in

Atlanta on September 15-17. All
Board members attended. President Ken
McCall and the Board discussed two main
assumptions underlying the goals and ob-
jectives of the Association. (See President’s
message on page 1 of this issue, and the
purposes and objectives on page 2).

Whether the assumption is correct that
some members are ready or eager to ini-
tiate local activities depends upon the
members. Some suggestions on “What
Can A Member Do?” are given on page 4.

Whether the assumption that PASTCF
will not be an advocacy group on indi-
vidual issues also depends upon the mem-
bers; and depends upon whether the
PC(USA) hasor can developadocumented
consensus on matters involving science,
technology, and theology. [ 7he Association
might even question a PC(USA) consensus
position sometime, if the position taken were
in contradiction to well-established scientific
knowledge, for example—Ed.] The Asso-
ciation already advocates broader conver-
sation across the church on science, tech-
nology and theology matters.

The Board discussed the actions already
taken in response to the priorities expressed
by membership answers to a questionnaire
last year. For example, in 1995 SciTecht

continued on page 6 —>
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terian Church (USA), art all levels, to study, under-
stand, discuss, and act on the implications of science
and technology as they affect the theology, worship,
practice, and moral actions of the church; and to
challenge and assist Presbyterian scientists, engi-
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to provide educational opportunities for students
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Book
Reviecw

Worldviews and Ecology: Religion, Philoso-

phy, and the Environment, Mary Evelyn
Tucker & John A. Grim, Editors (Orbis
Books, Maryknoll, New York, October,
1994, $16.95 paper)

by William R. Clough

B old, broad, and informative, this book
covers the ecoethics inherent in a
stunning variety of religious and philo-
sophical traditions. The essayists present
the perspectives honestly, sympathetically,
and thoroughly and lead the reader into
the heart and mind of each viewpoint.

Worldviews and Ecology covers and criti-
cizes some major systems of thought you
may already feel familiar with, such as the
Christian and contemporary secular ethi-
cal viewpoints. But familiarity can be de-
ceptive and the authors’ lively, well in-
formed perspective will update your infor-
mation as you read. I've been in the eco-
logical field a long time I found that some
of my opinions needed a little updating.

The ecological crisis we face is so big
and so complicated that neither the prob-
lem nor the solutions are obvious. We
need all points of view to help us choose
the best course of action. So the most
interesting essays were those on the tradi-
tions which I knew relatively little about;
the chapters on Islamic creation theology,
Buddhist cosmology, Jewish ecothought,
and native North America worldviews, for
example. The chapters on the Baha’i per-
spectiveand Jainism introduced me to two
rich traditions about which I had had only
a superficial awareness.

The chapter on Taoist and Confucian
ethics is worth the price of the book all by
itself. One cannot understand the modern
ecological movement (or most of contem-
porary American ethics for that matter)
without knowing something about Taoist
and Confucian thought. Taoismand Con-

fucianism embody the theory, the prac-
tice, and the errors of the passivist and
activist ethical traditions respectively. In
addition to those chapters, there’s a good
overview of Feminist Ecology, Process
Theological ethics, and Deep Ecology all
of which are significant players in the
contemporary ecoethical arena.

Since “Ecology” is a political move-
ment as well as a religious, philosophical,
and scientific viewpoint politically moti-
vated caricatures of different schools of
thoughtarean ever-present fact in popular
discourse. These superficial, often critical,
parodies can become seen as legitimate
generalizations and creep into sermons,
lectures, and “informed” commentaries of
all sorts. This book corrects that by getting
beyond the superficial. It’s a well balanced
presentation too. It criticizes the anthro-
pocentrism of secular humanist thought
and the egocentrism of New Age “spiritu-
ality” right along with its criticism of
China’s shabby environment record and
the mixed voices from the Christian camp.

Sadly, it’s too late to hope for church
leadership in the ecoethics arena, but the
participation of the church in the world-
wide task of environmental restoration is
absolutely necessary. In his book, Earth in
the Balance: Ecology and the Human Spirit
Vice President Gore wrote, “the more
deeply I search for the roots of the global
environmental crisis, the more I am con-
vinced that it is an outer manifestation of
an inper crisis that is, for lack of a better
word, spiritual.” Insofar as ordinary people
are concerned, religion is the single great-
est factor in determining morality and the
central vehicle for spirituality. Therefore,
the church cannot avoid addressing the
issue. Future generations will judge us by
our degree of participation in the solutions
that worked. Books like this one give us
necessary background for choosing wisely.

I mustadd a personal note on the mixed
reviews that the Church receives for its
ecological record. While Worldviews and
Ecologydoesn’taddressitdirectly, itshould
be pointed out, to be fair to the Church,
that for the vast majority of its history we
lived in an “empty world.” Today we live
in a “full world.” In the ancient world,

people lived in small groups. While we
devastated some small areas we populated,
we had relatively little effect on the world-
wide environment.

The Bible approaches morality asa prac-
tical marter. Theology is, to coin an oxy-
moron, practical philosophy. It helps us
answer the question, “Given the facts,
what should we do?” both in relation to
God and to each other. The Bible recog-
nizes a continuum of human knowledge,
hence human options, hence freedom,
hence morality. Knowledge starts from
what we know and can do at the center and
runs outward to what we don’t know and
can’t affect anyway at the edges. That’s
why “morality” is often thought of as
limited to things people do, like stealing
and sex.

Astrophysics may be informative for
my theology, but it’s well beyond human
morality one way or the other. Nobody,
short of God, can change anything about
the evolution of large-scale structures of
the universe. On the other hand, biomedi-
cal science is something over which we
have relatively more control and which
effects human beings very directly. Hence,
Biomedical Ethics is a lively field of study
and Astrophysical Ethics doesn’t even ex-
ist. Through the whole time the Bible was
being written, human beings were a small
species that, practically speaking, had very
limited control over the world, hence the
“stewardship of the garden” morality
secemed practical. A “let the earth live”
morality would have seemed impractical
at best.

Our Judeo-Christian ancestors’ ap-
proach to ecoethics drew a distinction
between the small bit of earth under our
control, which we were to till, keep, and
civilize, and the larger earth not under our
control which we should leave to God.
Today, we have “civilized” far too much of
the earch and left far too little to God. The
traditions such as those of the Jains, native
Americans, and Taoists which emphasized
Jetting things “be” drive us Christians to
recover that part of our own tradition that
stresses creative non-action and respon-
sible participation as part, not owners, of

God’s world. T
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Locally or regionally ...

What Can a PASTCF
Member Do?

At the recent Board meeting in Atlanta
there was considerable discussion
around this question. Our membership is
widely scattered. The Association even has
a new member in Brazil, R.M. Oliveria,
First Secretary (like Stated Clerk) of the
Independent Presbyterian Church of Bra-
zil. He joined at the PASTCF booth at
General Assembly, where he served as an
Mr. Oliveira is a
young aeronautical engineer working for
VARIG airlines.

There are, of course, many theological
and/or scientific things that PASTCF

members normally do as individuals. The

ecumenical delegate.

title question is intended to go beyond
that, to ask what a member can do that
involves more people, especially Presbyte-
rians, but others as well. You or other
PASTCF members in your locale or re-
gion, all can announce at a Presbytery or
Synod meeting that you want to form a
local, presbytery, or synod group and in-

vite people interested in discussing theol-
ogy, science, and technology to join with
ou.

~

If you are a Presbyterian scientist, engi-
neer or technologist, you can talk with
your pastor(s) or your executive presbyter
about our belief that science and theology
need not be dual-istic, and should not be
duel-istic!

If you are a Presbyterian pastor whose
congregation includes members whose
vocation is scientifically or technologically
related, you can assure them that their
calling has a Christian basis too. Accord-
ing to denominational statistics, there are
many thousands of such Presbyterians.

What can you do if and when you get
together? Your ideas are probably better
than ours, but here are two suggestions
based upon experience.

1. Our Secretary/Treasurer, Rev. James
Miller, organized a regional one-day con-
ference (see SciTecht, March 1995), using
video taped lectures by John Polkinghorne,
British physicist and Anglican priest, as
discussion sessionstarters. Jim would gladly
send you a copy of their conference pro-
gram.

2. WORKS, the Evangelical Lutheran
Church’s equivalent of our SciTech?, re-

ports that Rev. Roger Timm, of St. James
Church in Naperville, IL put together a
panel program centered around the fol-
lowing questions:
* Whar does science have to contribute
to my faith?
* Whar does faith have to contribute to
my scientific practice?
* What are the conflicts or tensions I
sense between science and my faith?

How could my local church, pastor, or
worship better relate to me as a scien-
tist?

How would I like to be able to use my
scientific background and interests in
service to the church?
e What are current issues where the
church could be of help to scientists?
¢ What are some issues where science
could be of help to the church?
Any one of these questions could be the
theme of a meeting and there are enough
questions for a series.

When other denominations in the Ecu-
menical Roundtable issue directories, we
expect to give you names of people in your
area who have similar interests for ecu-
menical contacts. In addition, when you
have “can-do” experiences to suggest, please

tell us.t

Sometimes the obvious needs to be re-
stated. SczTechfisan Association newslet-
ter, intended to let Association members
know (a) what is going on within the
Association; (b) what is happening outside
that relates to science, technology, and the
Christian faith, especially in Presbyterian
and ecumenical Christian realms; and (c)
to a necessarily limited extent, where to
look for articles, books, videos that can
illuminate members’ and readers’ think-
ing, discussing, and acting on this impor-
tant combination of subjects.

The Association’s general purpose and
its objectives, as stated on page 2 of
SciTecht, are more comprehensive. The
newsletter is just one means for accom-
plishing the purpose and objectives.

Some of our members have expressed a

SciTecht — A Newsletter

hope, even an expectation, that Sc;Tech 1 be
or become (a) a journal for publishing ar-
ticles on science and Christianity written by
members or other authors; (b) a forum for
arguing differing viewpoints, or even (c) a
platform for making official “Presbyterian”
pronouncements concerning science, tech-
nology, and the Christian faith.

There are good reasons, both theoretical
and practical, why SciTech 7 remains a news-
letter, at least for now:

(a) The SciTecht editor, who serves also
as Editor of a major monthly scientific jour-
nal of peer-reviewed articles (on sound),
knows that journal publishing requires man-
power and financial support far beyond the
present capability of the Association. There
are other journals where some of our mem-
ber authors are already publishing,

(b) Our firstand currently most impor-
tant goal is to encourage Presbyterians
(both pastors and members) to think, talk,
and personally discuss with each other “the
implications of science and technology as
they affect the theology, worship, practice
and moral actions of the church.” A forum
approach is more formal, perhaps less
friendly, than encouraging.

(c) Pronouncements, whether from
right or from left, whichever is which, are
dividing and subdividing Christians at a
time when we need to be portraying how
well Christians get along with each other,
as well as with others.

SciTechtis, we hope, anewsletter “piece
for peace” among searchers and researchers
for eternal truch. T

— Daniel W. Martin, Editor
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Theistic €volution: A
Design Theory

by Gordon C. Mills

M ost believers in Christianity, Juda-

ism, and Islam would affirm that
the Deity has been involved in the origin
and developmentofliving organisms. They
would also affirm the sovereignty of that
Deity over all creation and over all natural
law. Yet biology textbooks in the United
States consistently emphasize the view that
chance and chance alone can account for
both the origin of life and all of the pro-
cesses necessary for the development and
spread of living organisms. Textbooks take
this position because they rule out theistic
interpretation, claiming it is not science
and that religious interpretation cannot be
taught in our schools. In the nonreligious
explanations of the origin of life and evo-
lution, youth must accept as plausible
events of very low probability. Therefore,
many textbook explanations are not really
science, but philosophy, since good sci-
ence must confine itself to events and
results with reasonable probabilities. If
philosophical explanations are appropri-
ate for textbooks, then surely a theological
explanation should also be appropriate.

There are at least three possible posi-
tions regarding divine activity in the origin
and evolution of life. In the first, the
activity of the Deity has been expressed in
the appearance of fully formed organisms
at various levels of taxonomic complexity.
A second view postulates that the creator
has endowed atoms and molecules with
the capacity to form living organisms, and
once formed, these organisms would pro-
ceed through the developmental stages
seen in the paleontological record.

I have proposed an alternative to these
two possible positions. 1 refer to this as
theistic evolution, a design theory at the
level of genetic information. Before pro-
ceeding, recall that science has identified
three fundamental quantities: matter, en-
ergy, and information. (Only in the last
three decades has the concept of informa-
tion been generally recognized.) Werner

Gitt, atthe Federal Institute of Physics and
Technology in Germany, notes that the
DNA molecule, which is the carrier of
genetic information for all living organ-
isms, has an information storage density
45 trillion times that of the megachip. He
also notes that ... “no information chain
can exist without a mental origin ... No
information can exist withour a will.”
What is the ultimate source of all the
genetic information stored in the DNA of
all living organisms? For a believer in the
major religions, that source has to be an
intelligent cause (Deity). The significance
of genetic information in all biclogical
structures and processes of living organ-
isms has led me to propose the following as
astatement of my theory: that in the history
of the origin and development of living or-
ganisms, at various levels of organization,
there has been a continuing provision of new
genetic information by an intelligent cause.
Thus throughout the history of paleontol-
ogy, an intelligent being has been infusing
designs or plans into living organisms.
What is genetic information? Consider
an analogy to human language. In the
English language we use 26 letters to make
words of varying length, then sentences
and paragraphs. However, only specific
sequences of letters, words, sentences, etc.,
provide meaning. One does not obtain
meaningful sentences from random se-
quences of letters. Similarly, for genetic
information in protein molecules, 20 dif-
ferentamino acidsarelinked togetherend-
to-end in specific sequences. Small pro-
teins may be made up of chains of possibly
100 amino acids, while larger chains may
have up to 1000 amino acids. The proteins
must have specific sequences to be func-
tional. Random sequences are not func-
tional. In living organisms the sequences
ofamino acidsin proteins are always deter-
mined by the genetic information residing
in DNA. DNA is made up of linear poly-
mers of four different nucleotides arranged
in specific sequences. The variety of pos-
sible arrangements of these four nucle-
otides provides DNA with a tremendous
capacity for storage of information. As
with proteins, however, only certain se-
quences of nucleotides give information;

random DNA sequences are nonsense.
Some may question why a new theory is
needed. T contend that atoms and mol-
ecules do not have the capacity within
themselves to form living organisms. Hun-
dreds of experiments during the past fifty
years have determined what postulated
reactions will proceed and which ones will
not. One cannot obtain genetic informa-
tion in protein molecules unless those
molecules are synthesized using human
intelligence to provide the intended se-
quences of amino acids. Amino acids do
notspontaneously link together to provide
polymers containing genetic information.
The same is true for nucleic acids. Neither
DNA nor RNA will form spontaneously
from smaller precursors to provide poly-
mers with genetic information. Even athe-
ist Richard Dawkins notes that: “The es-
sence of life is statistical improbability on
a colossal scale, Whatever is the essence of
life, it cannot be chance.” Yet Dawkins
claims to have solved that problem by
utilizing “cumulative selection,” which is
dependent upon very improbable chance
events. I cannot conceive how either a
protein or a DNA molecule with new
genetic information could be produced
utilizing Dawkins’ cumulative selection.
Thus, I believe that one must choose
whether to placefaith in chanceand chance
alone, as does Dawkins, or place faith in a
Deity who has infused new genetic infor-
mation into living organisms on a con-
tinuing basis. My theory does not rule out
chance events (i.e. murtations) or natural
selection. It simply notes that these chance
events by themselves do not adequately
explain the large changes in organisms
noted in paleontology. I distinguish care-
fully becween new genetic information and
the transfer of genetic information. Much
of modern biotechnology utilizes infor-
mation transfer in moving genes from one
organism to another, and to some degree
this transfer occurs spontaneously in na-
ture. My theory does not limit scientific
research, and I believe the theory is in
accord with all of the scientific data cur-
rently available. I believe it should be in-
cluded as an alternative theory in forth-
coming editions of biology textbooks. T
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Statement of Goals
for the €cumenical
Roundtable on
Science, Technology,
ond the Church

he Ecumenical Roundtable on Sci-

ence, Technology, and the Church is
an affiliation of denominational working
groups and of concerned individuals from
denominations without such groups who
are committed to work together toward
these goals:

1. To encourage the engagement of the
churches in Canada and the United States
onintellectual and ethical concerns related
to science and technology;

2.To provideasetting in which churches
can cooperate in the development of re-
sources and strategies related to science
and technology;

3. To provide a setting from which
churches can challenge other ecumenical
institutions, such as seminaries, about their
awareness and responsiveness to science
and technology;

4. Toidentify Christiansin Canadaand
the United States who are interested in the
agenda of the Roundtable, particularly
individuals or communities who have lim-
ited access to scientific and technological
resources and decision-making, in order to
foster their communication with the
Roundtable and with each other and their
awareness of opportunities and resources
available to them, and to provide occa-
sional resources, such as conferences, for
them; and

5. To encourage the formation and
support within other denominations of
programs and working units related to
scienceand technology, through aninvita-
tion to participate in the Roundtable.

The Ecumenical Roundtable will seek to
achieve these goals through a simple and
largely informal structure, which will be
defined according to these principles:
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1. The Roundtable will meet one day
each year, during which it will review its
work, define its objectives for the next
year, and determine the time and place of
future meetings.

2. Attendance at meetings is generally
open to interested individuals and to ob-
servers from denominations that are not
members. Membership in the Roundrable
is comprised of denominational working
groups that have responsibility for science
and technology, and of exploratory groups
orindividuals who are taking the first steps
within a denomination toward the estab-
lishment of an official working group.

3. Between meetings, decisions of the
Roundtable will be made by a Planning
Committee composed of two representa-
tives of each of the member groups. Com-
munication will occur by conference
call as well as other means.

4. On a rotating basis, the member
groups will assume the responsibility of
Convener for a one year period that begins
at the conclusion of the annual meeting.
One member of the Convener group will
be identified as the contact person and will
assume responsibility for initiating com-
munication in the Planning Committee.
The Convener group will bear the costs of
the communication, such as conference
call expense and the mailing of Round-
table resources needed for the annual meet-
ing. The Convener group will also assume
primary responsibility for site arrange-
ments, including providing information
to groups and to other participants about
travel and other meeting needs. Typically
the Roundtable will designate the Con-
vener and the meeting site together.

5. The agenda of the annual meeting
will be planned by the Planning Commit-
tee in a process initiated by the Convener.

6. Whenever it is considered helpful,
the Roundtable or the Planning Commit-
tee may establish ad hoc committees to
advance the work of the Roundtable in
specific areas, such as conferences.

7. There is no cost of membership in the
Roundtable. Member groups assume the
expense of their participants, and any ex-
penses of the Roundtable will be shared as

equitably as possible.

8. Generally the Roundtable and the
Planning Committee will expect work by
consensus. If there is need for a vote, each
member group will have one vote, and a tie
will be considered a no vote. By consent or
majority vote, the Roundtable may revise
these guidelines, and by consent or major-
ity vote, the Roundtable or the Planning
Committee may approve temporary ex-
ceptions to these guidelines, to be reviewed
at the next annual meeting.

<— continued from page 2

has expanded somewhat. However itisstill
a newsletter, not a journal as some mem-
berswould like. (See “SciTechf— A News-
letter” on page 4 of this issue.)

Other tasks planned for the benefit of
members include (a) bibliographies on
special topics, as well asan updated general
bibliography; (b) additional resource mail-
ings; (c) development of curricula for use
by members locally or regionally; (d) pos-
siblya “member kit” that would detail how
a person would go about establishing a
congregation or presbytery “chapter.”

Actions planned for the future, to im-
prove and expand the Association, include
(e) obtaining federal tax-exempt recogni-
tion; (f) recruitment at targeted churches
and colleges; (g) encouragement of some
course offerings on science, technology,
and Christian faith at those PC(USA) semi-
naries and church-related colleges not yet
providing them; (h) trying to have some
modest but real impact on the confessional
position of the PC(USA).

[tis planned to continue having abooth
at the General Assembly exhibit. If pos-
sible, a luncheon annual meeting and pro-
gram during the Assembly will be devel-
oped as a substitute for the evening meet-
ing format used so far. The Executive
Board will hold its 1996 annual meeting in
tandem with the Ecumenical Roundtable
meeting April 12-16 in Pitsburgh. (See
“Presbyterians Host 1996 Ecumenical
Roundtable,” page 7.) T
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Presbyterians Host 1996
ccumenical Roundtable

he next annual meeting of the Ecu-
menical Roundtable on Science,
Technology and the Church will be hosted
by Presbyterians in Pittsburgh on Friday,
April 12, to Sunday, April 16, 1996. The
responsibility for hosting each meeting
circulates among the denominations rep-
resented on the Roundtable, and thisis the
turn for Presbyterians.
Thespecificlocation, arrangements, and
agenda have yet to be determined, but may
be available for the next issue. Scheduling
theannual Executive Board meeting of the
Association in tandem with the Round-
table will make the hosting feasible. Al-
though the Roundtable is an affiliation of
denominational working groups (see page
6), individual PASTCF members are also
welcome and encouraged toattend. Itisan
opportunity to experience ecumenical co-
operation."'

Churches Have Vital Role in
Booming Technological Rge

he General Assembly News at Cin-

cinnati had an arricle with this in-
triguing heading. It quoted Mike Maus,
director of communications of the Na-
tional Council of Churches (NCC), as
saying, "I think it’s important that [the
church] be able to use [communication]
technology 1o produce the kind of positive
results that we want and that we need in
order to help maintain and expand the
ministry and mission of the church in the
world of today and tomorrow.”

Maus reported that NCCis planning to
utilize the latest technology to provide
instant access to Worldwide Faith News,
“an Internet service in which denomina-
tions, councils of churches, other faith
groups, and religious organizations can
post news releases, policy statements, his-
torical documents, and other materials
that will become more readily available to

journalists, academicians and others who
use Internet for research.” He referred to
this rechnology as “God’s gift to commu-
nicate the good news of the gospel.” Maus
isa Presbyterian elder who formerly served
as a news anchor, commentator, and reli-
gion reporter for NBC and the CBS.

We applaud Maus’ message, and be-
lieve that churches and individual Chris-
tians have a vital role not only in using
technology, but also in shaping its use.
This vital role may be even greater in
importance than using technology, and
will require us to be creative, persuasive,
and diligent. Perhaps our greatest chal-
lenge is to convince other Presbyterians,
both members and ministers of Word and
Sacrament, that this opportunity exists
and that it is a Christian responsibility. T

Theology, Science Confer on
Consumption, Population &
€nvironment

A unique cooperative conference

planned by the Boston Theological
Institute, together with the American As-
sociation for the Advancement of Science,
is being held November 9-11, at Campion
Renewal Center, Weston, MA. The mul-
tiple topic is “Consumption, Population
& the Environment.” The event, funded
through a grant from the Pew Charitable
Trusts, is being held in association with
four other religious, science, and ecology
organizations. Rev. Barbara Smith-Moran
of the BTT Science & Religion Program,
and Dr. Audrey Chapman of the AAAS
Science & Human Rights Program, have
provided staff leadership for the project
with an eminent advisory board of repre-
sentatives from university science depart-
ments, theological institutions, and envi-
ronmental organizations. The program
includes fifty-five speakers. October 25
was the registration deadline. Sei Tech 7 will
seek areport on the conference for the next
issue. T

Religion and Gene Patenting

he October 6, 1995 issue of Science,

published weekly by the American
Association for the Advancement of Sci-
ence, contains an article with the above
title, authored by Rev. Ronald Cole-
Turner. His book, The New Genesis: The-
ology and the Genetic Revolution, was re-
viewed in the May 1994 issue of SciTechf.
He is currently a professor at the Memphis
Theological Seminary, and will be at the
PC(USA) Pittsburgh Theological Semi-
nary in the fall of 1996 (see SciTech7, July
1995 issue). He is also 2 member of the
AAAS Committee on Scientific Freedom
and Responsibility. His Sczencearticle takes
issue with a USA Today column by Jeremy
Rifkin, longtime critic of biotechnology,
whose viewpoint was supported by a May
1995 statement signed by nearly 200 reli-
gious leaders. More details may be avail-
able for a future SciTecht issue. In the
meantime, Association members can read
it in Science. T

PASTCF or PCAST?

hen our Association name was
chosen, little thought wasgiven
to the resulting acronym. It is long,
and hard to pronounce, butwhat would
you omit? Presbyterian we are. Both
science and technology seemed neces-
sary. We might have used C for the
church instead of CF for the Christian
faith, but there are churches of other
than Christian faith.
The editor was reminded of this by
a public information sheet from the
American Institute of Physics entitled
“PCAST Drafts Principles for Federal
Support of Science and Technology.”
At first it appeared that our Associa-
tion had become quite influential. Then
PCAST wasidentified as the President’s
Committee of Advisors on Science and

Technology.T

SciTecht 7
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<— continued from page 1
tend to explore this further with the mem-
bers during the coming year.

Second, we assumed that this would
not be an advocacy group in the current
use of the term. That is, we would not
advocate any particular position, perspec-
tive, or answer on these issues. Rather we
would seek “to challenge and assist the
Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) at all levels
to study, debate, understand and act...”
We believed that what was needed was

broad public discussion on many issues,
precisely because the Presbyterian Church
had yet to address most of these issues.
There seems little clarity even on specific
issues to be addressed, much less a consen-
sus on significant theological and moral
issues. Consequently we have not thought
it would be possible to arrive at clear
consensus among the diverse membership
in our Association. Since some members
may have different assumptions, we also
intend to explore this further during the

coming year. | hope you will give some
thought to your own viewpoint on these
assumptions that have guided our Associa-
tion in these initial years. T

— Kenneth McCall
September 22, 1995

Membership Application

Presbyterian Association on Science, Technology, and the Christian Faith

Student ($10)

Please enroll me as a

Regular ($35)

Presbyterian Association on Science, Technology, and the Christian Faith. (please print)

Professional Field:

Name:

Address:

Denomination:

Local Church:

Contributing ($100) Sustaining ($250) member of the

Phone:

Please make checks for annual dues payable to the PASTCF and mail to The Association, c/o James B. Miller, 917 Forest Avenue,

Pittsburgh, PA 15202
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