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by Derek L. Pursey
PASTCF Secretary-Treasurer

s usual, PASTCF had a booth in

the exhibit hall at thisyear’s Gen-

eral Assembly in Fort Worth.

We kept good company, sandwiched as
we were between Presbyterians in Scout-
ing and the large Preparation for Ministry
booth representing all the Presbyterian
seminaries, and across the aisle from the
Spiritual Formation booth. PASTCF
President Jim Miller, Secretary and Trea-
surer Derek Pursey, and Executive Board
member George Neal staffed our booth.
Fourback issues of Sci Techt were avail-
able, as well as reprints of Jim Miller’s

article “The Church’s ‘Invisible’ Crisis of

FFaith” from the May 1998 issue, and lots
of brochures. PASTCI buttons were es

pecially popular — we gave away nearly

400 of them. In addition to our own stuft

we also showed some materials of interest
produced by other groups. These included
the summary report of the Presbyterian
Panel survey on Science, Technology, and
Faith completed in November 1998, and
free copies of Science & Sprrit magazine.
George Neal brought a television set and
videotape of an address by Franklin
Showengerdt, one of those recognized this
year under our Science as a Christian Vo-
cation program. We also showed Fron-

tiers: Space, Science and Spirituality, avideo
produced by Presbyterian Men with addi-
tional funding provided from the Work-
ing Group on Science, Technology, and
the Church, the immediate predecessor of
PASTCF.

Staffing the booth was always inter-
esting. There was heavy traffic during the
first few days of the Assembly. However
once the Assembly committees began their
work, and later when the business sessions
started, traffic was mostly during break
times. At slack times, we could explore
other booths in the exhibit hall, buy staff
at the SERV shop or at the Cokesbury
bookstore, or catch up with our reading.

An almost constant refrain of people
who stopped at the booth was “I had no
idea thar there was such a group.” Most
were very positive, and for some this trans-
lated into joining PASTCF. Many of those
who stopped had a scientific training.
Quirte a few visitors were worried parents,
concerned with teenagers or college stu-
dents who thought that they had to choose
berween science and the church, and chose
sctence. One mother was rightly upset
about a high school science teacher who
she claimed explicitly taught that Chris-
tian taith was incompatible with a scien-
tific understanding of nature.

All of the SciTecht issues were found

Pursey continues on page § > > >

Inside Volume 8, Number 3

Worship in Cosmic Perspective

A Prayer: “God of gnat {3 newt”

This edition of SciTecht is provided through the generous support of Dr. Max Lauffer of

Middletown, PA.

August 1999

page 2

' President’s Report

By James B. Miller

PASTCF President

he past year since our last annual
meeting has been challenging one
in terms of membership and finances.
On December 31, 1998 we completed
the transition from a budget year end-
ing in May to one ending in Decem-
ber. This transition necessitated living
on one year’s income for more that
eighteen months. We are grateful to
those members of the Association who
| provided additional support to help us
bridge this gap. We are also grateful
for the continuing support of the Gen-
eral Assembly Council’s Office of The-
ology and Worship whose annual grant
provides a modest but significant sup-
plement to our income.
However, the decline in our mem-
bership coupled with (and perhaps to

some degree associated with) this tran-

sition meant among other things that
we were unable to have a face-to-face
Executive Board meeting in the fall of
1998. Instead we met in a conference
call which allowed us to conduct busi-
ness but in a more limited fashion. The
Board did meet in person in conjunc-
tion with the annual meeting of the
Ecumenical Roundtable in April of
this year.

Nevertheless, in spite of these con-
straints, the Association has contin-
ued to be engaged in efforts to help the
church attend to developments in sci-
ence and technology as they bear on
the life and work of the church.

Miller continues on page 7 > > >
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The Earth Is the Lord’s

By Max A. Lauffer
PASTCF Board Member

11 the June 1997 meeting of the Presby-
tery of Carlisle, Rev. William Mielke,

then Interim Pastor of Westminster Presby-~
terian Church in Mifflintown in the beauti-
Sul mountains of central Pennsylvania, asked
me fwbetberle'verpreacbfd. Trold him, “No.”
He looked so disappointed that I added, “But
1 do occasionally speak from the pulpit.” He
then engaged me to occupy his pulpit on July
13, less than three weeks later! What follows
is a slightly revised version of my remarks.

“The earth is the Lord’s and the fulness
thereof; the world and those who dwell
therein.”

Just nine days ago Pathfinder landed
on the surface of Mars just thirty miles
from the bull’s eye that mission control-
lers were looking for. The landing con-
cluded a 310 million mile journey from a
moving launching site to a moving target.
What a marvelous scientific achievement!
An article in the Harrisburg, PA Patriot
News for July 4th featured this quote, “It’s
pretty awesome,’ said Linda Martz of
Norco, who brought her three young chil-
dren to watch the pictures on a 25-foot
screen. ‘It’s wonderful to see how big God
is.”” Thisis acomment of a woman of faith
on a scientific achievement.

David the king, a man of faith, who
composed my text and who also sang,
“The heavens declare the glory of God and
the firmament declares his handiwork,”
incorporated the science of his day in his
worship of God. But it isn’t always so.
People of faith sometimes condemn the
findings and theories of science.

When I was a boy I lived on the farm
near Middletown, PA to which my family
and 1 returned after my retirement. The
farm and the church — the Middletown
Presbyterian Congregation — were the
centers of our family’s life. We attended
two services on Sunday and sometimes
also prayer meeting on Wednesday
evening. When I went to Penn State to
major in biochemistry I was active in the
Westminster Fellowship at the State Col-
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lege Presbyterian Church. This was the
center of my religious and much of my
social life. At Penn State I studied the
physical sciences and the biological sci-
ences, including the theory of evolution.
About that same time our church in
Middletown called a new minister, a highly
articulate, very conservative fundamen-
talist. He and I became friends and had
many in-depth conversations. He made a
seemingly strong case that anyone who
accepts the theory of evolution can’t also
be a Christian.

When I remembered the treatment of
Charles Darwin and of Galileo by churches
and when I recalled the infamous 1925
Scopes trial, in which Scopes was con-
victed for teaching evolution as part of his
biology course, and in which William
Jennings Bryan, frequent presidential
nominee and onetime vice moderator of
the Presbyterian church, was the most
important advisor for the prosecution, 1
sadly decided that I had no place in the
Presbyterian church. I became inactive for
a period of five or ten years. 1 greatly
missed the fellowship of the faith commu-
nity. Fortunately I later became friendly
with another Presbyterian minister — a
man who gently persuaded me that the
extreme conservative fundamentalists had
not taken over the Presbyterian church
and that there was room under the Pres-
byterian umbrella for scientists. 1 gradu-
ally cautiously resumed my
participation in the church and ultimately
joined this man’s congregation.

Evolution is the major theory serving
as a framework for all of biology, from the
most highly developed animals and plants
to the simplest yeasts, bacteria and proto-
zoans, even including the fossils of extinct

and

forms. The evidence for evolution is over-
whelming. It even antedates the work of
Darwin, who added exhaustively to the
evidence and proposed natural selection
as the explanation. Charles Darwin, who
as ayoung man contemplated entering the
ministry, was ridden out of the church by
vicious criticism from within. All real bi-
ologists accept the basic elements of the
theory of evolution, even though experts
in the field are always looking for refine-
ments of the idea of natural selection.

Lauffer continues on page 5 > > >
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Worship in Cosmic Perspective

[The May 1999 edition of SciTecht pre-
sented an article by the Reverend Dr. Bar-
bara d. Pursey. This was a reprinting of Dr.
Pursey’s message during a worship service of
the North Central Iowa Presbytery on Sep-
tember 20, 1997. Unfortunately the reprint-
ing was inadvertently truncated. With
apologies to Barbara and to confused readers,
the entire message is reprinted here. —Ed.]

By Barbara A. Pursey

PASTCF Member

Today I come to another life transi-
tion. My ministry through the Uni-
versity of Dubuque Theological Seminary
has come to an end. In retirement, minis-
try will continue in other ways, though
redirected might be a better word than
retired. In my 68 years, I have had three
callings: (1) organic chemistry teaching
and research at various universities, (2)
motherhood and lay ministry while our
son was growing up, and (3) spiritual for-
mation teaching/ministry at UDTS. When
I graduated from UDTS, my husband
Derek commented that I was being given
the third degree (B.S., Ph.D., M.Div.).
Most people go to seminary and then
leave to engage in ministry. I was one who
graduated and stayed on to teach.

God has been very good to me. Pieces
of my various callings have been woven
together in a most wonderful (one might
say providential) way. I am personally con-
vinced that in God’s economy nothing in
our lives will be wasted — whether it be
joys, learnings, accomplishments,
struggles, or tears. Those of you who know
me are aware of my work in various aspects
of spiritual growth (formation) and prayer/
healing ministry. You may be less aware of
my continuing interest in contemporary
science and its relationship to Christian
faith, From 1989-1993 I was privileged to
be part of a GA work group on Christian
Faith, Science and Technology, and I con-
tinue on as a board member for the Pres-
byterian Association concerned with the
science/faith dialogue. (Materials are on
the information table). I have spent 10
years knitting together the perspectives of

the physical scientist that I still am at
heart and the Reformed theologian that I
also am at heart — as well as encouraging
others to take up knitting a worldview
suited to the 1990s which is respectful of
science as well as theology.

Not only has this been an intellectually
satisfying enterprise, but in a surprising
way my expanded understanding of God
and the Universe and how they relate has
spilled over into how I worship God. The
vastness, long history, and intricacy of the
universe as we know it today gives me a
cosmic perspective for worship. God has
become even more awe inspiring and glo-
rious to me than before. At last I realize
that the Creator God who created the
awesome cosmos described by science still
creates/nurtures the development of the
universe toward divine goals and purposes.
God is both beyond and within the cos-
mos — transcendent in sovereignty, and
immanently closer than breathing, nearer
than hands and feet. What are the impli-
cations of this worldview knitting project?
How can we worship anew in cosmic per-
spective?

Waorship in Cosmic Perspective

Human beings are latecomers to the
drama of creation, at the end of the second
act, so to speak. Cosmically speaking the
universe is about 15 billion years old, maybe
halfway through its estimated course. Less
than half a million years ago, we were
called forth by God from the company of
our fellow animals to bear the very Spirit
and image of God, to be partners in cre-
ation, stewards of God’s will, on this speck
of dust we call Earth, our home. God’s
Spirit had patiently nurtured the evolu-
tion of the cosmos from the Big Bang
beginning. In the words of John Calvin:

The Spirit of God was spread over the
deeps of formless matter. It shows not
only that the beauty of the universe which
we now perceive owes its strength and
preservation to the power of the Spirit but
that before this adornment was added,
even then the Spirit was occupied with
tending that confused mass . . . transfus-
ing into all things his energy, and breath-

ing into them essence, life, and move-
ment. (Institutes 1, xiii, 14)

From the first moment of our God-
consciousness, we wondered at the mar-
vels of the earth and the heavens. “All
creatures look to you, O God, for food,
and your Spirit is the source of life itself,”
says the psalmist. “The heavens declare
the glory of God, and the earth shows
forth God’s handiwork.” When we look at
the moon and stars, at the wonders of the
heavens, we know we are very small, and
wonder how God could care for us. Yet
God has gifted us with the Holy Spirit and
entrusted the blue-green dot of earth to
our stewardship. Wonder is at the heart of
worship. Awareness of God in and through
creation feeds our spirits and keeps us
humbly and rightly related to God and our
fellow creatures.

We are kin to all that exists. In the
words of Brazilian bishop, Dom Helder
Camara (Sister Earth);

In creating human beings, God summed up
several worlds:

The minerals are our kin: we each occupy
space and we are sensitive to the law of
attraction.

The plants are our kin: like them we are born,
we are nourished, we grow and die.

The animals are our kin: sometimes we are
surprised at the awakening of the animal
within us.

The angels are our kin: our body is the bearer
of a spirit and is kin to the heavenly
spirits.

We share in the very nature of God, in God’s
intelligence and creative power. We have
been raised to the glory and responsibility
of being co-creators.

To which I say, Wow!

Unfortunately, we soon developed an
ambition to be God rather than God’s
creature, to dominate rather than to serve;
we lusted for God’s power and knowl-
edge. The history of religion/philosophy
(one hand) and science/technology (other
hand) bear witness to this unceasing quest
for knowledge and power. And in the

Pursey continues on page 4 > > >
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< < < Pursey continued from page 3
process, as Paul puts it, we forgot to wor-
ship our Creator whose creativity was so
plainly before our eyes. And we forced our
tyranny on each other and all of the natu-
ral order, the results of which are clearly
visible.

Aswe know, God did not incinerate us
for insubordination, but revealed the di-
vine nature to be Love, by wooing us in
many ways to fulfill God’s creative pur-
pose once again. Especially pivotal is God
taking flesh and living among us in Jesus
Christ — redirecting us to take up our
creaturely role with honor. This is God’s
good creation;itis good to be material and
spiritual hybrids — incarnation is God’s
idea. Jesus appreciated the carth and its
creatures, often using them as illustra-
tions of God’s intent for humans. As we
know he was rejected and killed by people
he loved, only to rise again to be the leader
of a new humanity, who pledged them-
selves again to God’s original design.

We have been slow to learn from Jesus
Christ what our human stewardship really
means: refusing to exploit or dominate
earth’s creatures, living humbly with our
God, showing kindness to all (even our
enemies), nurturing relationships, serving
the “little ones”, being one of God’s
friends... We much prefer to run. after
absolute knowledge and increasing power
over nature. We repeat this not so original
sin over and over boasting all the time.
Why, we can even describe God’s com-
plete truth by our theology which is rather
like the minnow trying to swallow the
mackerel. And looky here, we can put a
man on the moon too! Who can stand
against the mighty human race? We have
taken the earthen treasure entrusted to us
and bent everything to serve our selfish-
ness and greed. Respectfulness towards
the created order — which is not ours at
all, but God’s — seems sadly missing. Our
fellow creatures continue to be sacrificed
to our search for commercial advantage or
political power. The biblical record is dis-
torted even by Christians to turn respon-
sible stewardship into “we are entitled to
do whatever we want — God gave it to us
with no strings attached.” Regardless of
consequences.

This abusive attitude towards the earth,

which is indeed our mother, became more
devastating to the ecosystem as modern
science and technology provided new tools.
The scientist or engineer who sees only
the excitement of their research says: “If it
can be done, it should be done. We have a
moral imperative to do whatever is pos-
sible.” Regardless of consequences.

Whether we distort our stewardship
into greedy misuse of it, while still claim-
ing we are doing God’s will, or whether we
glorify the works of human hands, and
eagerly embrace the latest scientific mar-
vels without counting the ecological cost,
one thing is missing from both these reli-
gious and scientific perspectives: a sense
of awe and wonder at what God has nur-
tured into being in the long history of the
universe, that awe which can lead us to
adore the ever versatile Creator that reli-
gious sense which could save us from de-
struction even yet.

Whatshall we do, as concerned Chris-
tians?

1. Face head-on our complicity in sins
against God and neighbor and creation
itself. Repent of treating God’s treasure of
this earth as things which we can ignore,
use or abuse at our good pleasure. Whether
we scientifically study the natural world or
spiritually appreciate it, we need to accept
our humble creaturehood as part of the
very creation we treat so callously.

2. 20th century science reveals a cos-
mos which at the basement level is more
like a never ending dance of quantum
particles than a clock work mechanism,
and which at our level contains chaotic
phenomena which will forever elude our
exact predictions. The unpredictable Spirit
of God still broods over our earth and the
entire universe. Albert Einstein once said
that “science without religion is lame, and
religion without science is blind.” Every
true scientist in his opinion has that reli-
gious feeling of awe in the presence of the
cosmos so mysterious and yet so compre-
hensible. As an organic chemist in my first
career, I found that what Calvin said is
true:

While it is not necessary to be a scien-
tist (astronomy was the only science in his
day) to be a Christian, what the scientist
discovers about the design of Creation
gives them even more reasons to praise

and worship God. (Institutes 1, v, 2)

Science at its best leads us to a sense of
awe as we sit down as a little child before
the facts of nature to understand it. Reli-
gion at its best leads us to a sense of awe
before the wonder of creation, and wor-
ship of the Creator. Science can be a very
important Christian vocation in our time,
following in the footsteps of the Creator
who continues to create.

3. Finally, can we acknowledge our
kinship with the rest of creation, to be
respectful to our kin, rather than exploit-
ative or competitive — to live in creation
not 10 feet above i1t? Chief Seattle said it
clearly and simply: “All things are con-
nected. What befalls the earth befalls the
children of the earth. This earth is pre-
cious to the Creator, and to harm the
earth is to heap contempt on its creator.”
Christian psychologist Helen Luke says:

“The reality of all life is, as it were, an
unceasing dance on all levels of being,
material, instinctual, psychic, and spiri-
tual, in which every motion of the tiniest
part, weaving patterns of exchange and
transformation, affects the whole. It goes
on in the particles of the material universe
in the lives of plants, insects, animals, in
the eating and being eaten which main-
tain the balance of life and death in na-
ture, in the play of opposites in the
unconscious psyche; and finally since, the
dawn of consciousness, it seems that there
is a mystery at the center of all movements
of the dance which has, in the dimension
of linear time, always pressed up from
below, down from above, to awaken in
individual human beings a growing aware-
ness of meaning.” Then we join the pat-
terns of the dance which connect each
with all in the love which is at the center
of creation. (O/d Age, page 60-61)

At the center of it all is the cosmic
Christ, who is the “Lord of the Dance,”
waiting to teach us to dance in new ways as
well as knit new world views.

The Romans 8 text seems to indicate
that when human beings are redeemed
and live out God’s intention, the whole
earth will rejoice in new freedom. I find
this an exhilarating vision to guide re-
spectful appreciation and proper use of
the Creator’s treasures.

Pursey continues on page 5 > > >
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Though this is not a communion ser-
vice, as an example consider a cosmically
knitted meaning for the familiar words
“This is my body, this is my blood...” This
meeting point of matter and spirit, of
divine and human, can be the place where
all our splits of mind/body, humanity/
nature, neighbor/neighbor can be healed,
where we become one with Christ and in
Christ. These precious symbols contain a
mystery which transcends all explanations.

Science tells us that what is laid before
us in Holy Communion is physical bread
and grape juice, formed of chemical ele-
ments in certain proportions and this is
one level of meaning. Faith says the spiri-
tual reality 1s that it is the body/blood of
Jesus Christ and that is another level of
meaning. As long as we don’t try to solve
this mystery which unites physical and
spiritual reality, somehow our matter/spirit
life is nourished and strengthened by the
matter/spirit life of God offered to us in
humble elements. This same thinking can
enhance our appreciation of the cosmos as
creation too.

Dear friends and fellow presbyters, we
need not deny science in order to embrace
faith. They can walk together as partners
with the God who is “in, with, and under:
both of them. In truth, a cosmic perspec-
tive in our worship can have the effect of
putting all our theological quarrels and
prideful posturing for position on issues
in their proper place as molehills in the
Kingdom of God. In this universe so as-
tronomically vast in space and time, the
mountain of God’s love alone will endure.
Let that love which “moves the sun and
stars” move your heart and mind as well.
Ament

< < < Lauffer continued from page 2

In spite of this, creationists, some of
whom have training in biology, consis-
tently lobby for the teaching of creation-
ism along with the theory of evolution in
the public schools. Creationism is theol-
ogyand belongsin a course in religion, not
in a course in science.

As I see it now, there is no conflict
between the theory of evolution and the
Bible. The Bible tells me and all other

PERSONAL PERSPECTIVE

believers why the creation occurred. “In
the beginning God created the heavens
and the earth.” Science tells me how it
happened and gives some idea of when.

Copernicus, a Polish Roman Catholic
monk, developed the idea that the mo-
tions of the planets could be best inter-
preted by treating the sun as the center of
the solar system, about which the planets
revolve in elliptical orbits. The old sys-
tem, devised by Ptolemy, and which the
church supported, treated the earth as the
center of the universe and required ex-
tremely complicated mathematics to de-
scribe the motions of the heavenly bodies
about the earth. The mathematical equa-
tions needed to describe the motion in the
Copernican system are much simpler.
Good scientists, as did Copernicus, apply
the principle of parsimony, also known as
Occam’s razor, in deciding between alter-
native explanations of observed facts.
Simple is beautiful!

Copernicus was smart; he didn’t pub-
lish his results while still alive. Galileo,
who was born the year John Calvin died,
read the posthumously published Coper-
nican theory and gave it his vigorous, if
frequently less than tactful, support. For
his efforts he was forced to recant by the
Pope and kept under house arrest for the
rest of his life. Protestantsalso condemned
the Copernican theory. Today practically
everybody in the church and out of the
church accepts the Copernican view. If
there were residual doubt, the accuracy of
the landing on Mars should settle the
matter.

Itis not surprising that many scientists
feel unwelcome in the church; they are
actually afraid. The church has lost an
important segment of the intellectual com-
munity. The world view of thinking people
in the West once was the same as the
world view of the church. This is no more.

To the believer, science contributes to
our knowledge of the works of God. 1
don’t know how long the Big Bang theory
will survive. In any case subatomic matter
was created with the potential to form
atoms which in turn have the potential to
combine into molecules, simple molecules
like water containing only three atoms
and also very complex biological molecules
with thousands of atoms — starches, pro-

teins, DNA — the very styff of life. The
products of the Big Bang, or of whatever
substitute theory replaces it, condensed
into uncountable galaxies each of which,
like our own Milky Way, contains
uncountably vast numbers of suns and
unknown numbers of solar systems. “It is
wonderful to see how big God is.” Mod-
ern science gives us a vastly expanded view
of the infinite greatness and of the infinite
power of the God we believe in.

The faith community also contributes
to science. Truthfulness, integrity, fair-
ness, all derived from the teachings of the
Judeo-Christian tradition, are absolutely
essential for science. The church has con-
tributed greatly to the environment in
which science can flourish.

Natural science has its limitations; it
deals only with matter and energy, things
that can be seen, heard, felt, tasted or
smelled and that usually can be measured.
God is a spirit, not made of matter —
science cannot detect or analyze God. Itis
not possible to have scientific proofs of
the existence of God. Science deals with
the creation, not with the Creator.

A scientist must be skeptical in his or
her professional work. Theories are con-
stantly under scrutiny. They should notbe
believed; rather, they should be used, pri-
marily as frameworks on which to hang
and correlate all relevant facts, but also as
stimulants for the formulation of new ques-
tions to be answered by experiment or
observation. For many scientists this skep-
ticism carries over to the realm of religious
faith.

Faith has its limitations, too. We
Christians believe in God the Father, God
the Son, and God the Holy Ghost. Cre-
dence is absolutely essential. But undisci-
plined credence can lead to tragically evil
consequences. Let me remind you of the
Salem witch trials in 1692 in Puritan New
England. Cotton Mather, the eminent
Puritan minister, 1s credited by many his-
torians as having fomented the hysteria in
which twenty people were killed and 150
were imprisoned. In Europe the Christian
church put 300,000 witches to death in
the 16th, 17th and 18th centuries. Not
only did the uneducated believe in the
occult power of people regarded as witches,

Lauffer continues on page 6 > > >
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but the learned doctors of the church also
did. At little scientific skepticism is a
good thing even in a faith community.
The church and science can and should
cooperate. I will mention only two of the
practical matters on which I think the
church and science can act together. Hun-
ger is one. Church people have compas-
sionate concern for the production and
distribution of food resources to feed the
hungry of the world. Science improves the
quantity and quality of our food. Let me
give you two examples. Corn is a major
item of the diet of many Latin American
peoples. Native corn is deficient in one
amino acid, a building block for proteins,
which is essential to health. By plantbreed-
ing techniques a gene was introduced into
corn to correct this deficiency. Another
example is rice, the major food staple in
many of the Far Eastern countries. In the
Philippines there is an organization called
the International Rice Research Institute.
Again by using plantbreeding techniques,
a new rice was developed there. Old rice
has long thin stems which, if the grain
head becomes too heavy, bend over into
the water and the grain rots. For this
reason fertilizer cannot be used with the
old rice. The new rice which was devel-
oped has short, thick stems. It can use
fertilizer. The yield is double or more.
Another example for cooperation is in
the realm of ecology. Science detected the
ozone layer, the hole in it, the atmo-
spheric pollutants that cause the hole, and
the damaging effect on living things of the
ultraviolet radiation that get through the
hole. The faith community has a role in
creating the political and moral climate
needed to reduce atmospheric pollutants.
If you ride to Trenton, New Jersey on
Amtrak, as you cross the Delaware River
you will see a sign, “T'renton makes, the
world takes.” Science makes, the world
takes — and uses the fruits of science for
good or for evil. Medical science gives us
powerful medicines for the control of dis-
ease and pain. Many of these can be mis-
used for murder. Agricultural science gives
us insecticides, fertilizers and the like.
They can be used to increase the food
supply needed to feed the hungry of the
world. They can be overused to cause

serious environmental problems. Chem-
istry has given us explosives. They can be
used by mass murderers and for acts of
war, but they are essential for excavating
highways and aqueducts needed to bring
food and water to our large cities. The list
can go on and on. The gifts of science can
be used by society for good or for evil.
Here is where we in the church come in.
We are still a powerful, if no longer a
dominant, influence in our society. At
every level we must throw our influence on
the side of sensible, good uses. This kind
of social action is obligatory, not optional,
for us Christians because: “The earth is
the Lord’s and the fulness thereof, the
world and those that dwell therein.”t

Scientists and Religion in
America

By Lowell Byall

PASTCF member

A recent upswing in conferences and

new articles about “science and reli-
gion” led to a study of the religious beliefs
of American scientists, the results of which
were published in the September 1999
issue of Scientific American. Author Ed
Larson won the 1998 Pulitzer Prize in
history and coauthor Larry Witham cov-
ers religion news for the Washington Times.
The authors redid James Leuba’s stud-
ies of the subject in 1914 and 1933, which
asked two questions: Do you believe in,
(1) “a God in intellectual and affective
communication with man .
one may pray in expectation of receiving
an answer” and (2) “personal immortal-
ity.” Yes, no, and don’t know were the
only options offered. Responses were
anonymous. Leuba had said, “I chose to
[so] define God because that is the God
worshiped in every branch of the Chris-
tian religion.”

. . to whom

Forty percent of Leuba’s scientists be-
lieved in God as defined and forty percent
also answered affirmatively today. Fifty
percent of Leuba’s scientists believed in
an afterlife while forty percent still do.
Gallup surveys suggest that forty percent
of the general population also believe in
God and an afterlife. Leuba expected that

progress in science would lead to increas-
ing religious unbelief among American
scientists and citizens in general. He was
wrong.

Both studies, however, showed that
“greater” or “more elite” scientists were
more atheistic than their companions. In
1933 more than 80 percent of top scien-
tists rejected both cardinal beliefs of tra-
ditional Christianity, and today more than
90 percentreject them. The authors quoted
another researcher, Rodney Stark, as say-
ing, “There’s been 200 years of marketing
that if you want to be a scientific person
you've got to keep your mind free of the
fetters of religion,” and that NAS mem-
bers may be more religious than think it
politic to admit. The NAS, however, did
dare to declare in its 1998 report promot-
ing the teaching of evolution in public
schools, “Whether God exists or not is a
question about which science is neutral.”

The authors reported a “showdown” in
1997 when the board of the National As-
sociation of Biology Teachers narrowly
voted to remove the words “unsupervised,
impersonal” from its earlier Statement on
the Teaching of Evolution — “Evolution
1s an unsupervised, impersonal, unpre-
dictable and natural process” — leading
some in the popular press to charge that
the scientists were kowtowing to creation-
ists, whereas others defended the change.
“To say that evolution is unsupervised is
to make a theological statement.”

Albert Einstein once challenged quan-
tum uncertainty by famously denying that
God plays dice with the universe. Butlater
in life he also said, “In their struggle for
the ethical good, teachers of religion must
have the stature to give up the doctrine of
a personal God.”

The authors conclude that although a
majority of scientists may generally view
religion either as a relic of the pastorasa
private matter beyond the realm of scien-
tific discourse, still many on both sides
now sound willing to admit limits to their
way of knowing. “And at least in the U.S,,
where the government funds basic research
and regulates its applications, some po-
litically savvy scientists recognize the value
in downplaying the negative implications
for the supernatural that arise from their
study of the natural.”t
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Planning Committee for Genetics Con-
ference — The Office of Theology and
Worship invited the Association to nomi-
nate three persons to serve on a planning
committee for a conference on genetics
and the church that will be held in Pitts-
burgh in the spring of 2000. Planning for
this conference continues. It will not only
present information about the latest de-
velopments in genetic science and bio-
technology but will also explore the
theological significance of this knowledge
as it bears on our understanding of God
and humanity and on the ethical chal-
lenges which this new knowledge precipi-
tates.

Scienceas Christian Vocation— For the
second year members of the Presbyterian
Church were invited to nominate scien-
tists, engineers, and science educators who
had demonstrated their understanding of
science as a Christian vocation by exhibit-
ing how their faith bears on the practice of
their discipline and how their discipline
informs their faith. Five persons were hon-
ored at this year’s Association Luncheon
at the General Assembly. At its April
meeting the Board determined to name
this honor after Dan Martin, the
Association’s founding Vice-president/
Newsletter Editor, and chair of the former
Working Group on Science, Technology,
and the Christian Faith. Dan, who passed
away in January 1998, an acoustical physi-
cist and devoted churchman, exemplified
the qualities which this recognition seeks
to honor among our church members.

General Assembly Exhibit — The As-
sociation exhibited at the 211th General
Assembly as a way to make itself and its
mission visible to the church, to recruit
new members, and to engage in conversa-
tions about the significance of the church’s
attention to science and technology as
crucial to the vitality of the church and its
mission into the 21st century.

SciTecht (the Association newsletter)
— The quality of production of the news-
letter continues to be high. However, our
editor has been challenged to find matrters
of substance to include in the issues. It is
our plan to publish the newsletter quar-
terly in at least a four-page (or, preferably,

PRESIDENT’S REPORT

an eight-page) format. In order to help
identify and provide material for the news-
letter, the Executive Board has commit-
ted to provide copy either prepared
themselves or identified from other
sources. In addition, we are appointing an
editorial advisory committee of six per-
sons (three scientist/engineer/science edu-
cators, three clergy) to assist in the
acquisition of appropriate copy. In addi-
tion, we are soliciting support from con-
gregations for the costs of the production
of the newsletter (about $500 per issue).
We have already received a contribution
from one individual and one church who
are each sponsoring one issue of SctTecht.

wwaw.pastcf.org — Yes, the Associa-
tion has a web page (probably always un-
der construction). It is just a beginning
but it may prove to be a very effective way
for the members to be put in touch with
various resources and to communicate with
one another.

The FEcumenical Roundtable — The
Ecumenical Roundtable on Science, Tech-
nology, and the Church is a free associa-
tion of groups and persons who represent
initiatives on science and technology
within several communions. The core of
the Roundtable is comprised of those rep-
resenting initiatives in the PCUSA, the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America,
the Episcopal Church, the United Church
of Christ, the United Methodist Church,
the Roman Catholic National Confer-
ence of Bishops, and the Anglican Church
of Canada. For the past ten years these
groups and persons have covenanted to
meetat the same place and same time once
a year and to spend at least one day meet-
ing together.

The primary function of the
Roundtable has been to provide mutual
support and encouragement for our par-
ticular denominational initiatives, to learn
from one another’s experiences, and to
discover opportunities for collaborative
projects. The Roundtable has sponsored
two national conferences (1993 and 1997)
and is participating in another to be held
this November in Newark, NJ. Collabora-
tions have also produced a volume of litur-
gical resources which was a joint Lutheran
and UCC effort. The Roundtable has also
been the vehicle for providing an exhibit
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at the annual meeting of the American
Association for the Advancement of Sci-
ence. Since the beginning of this exhibit
more than five years ago, PASTCF or its
Presbyterian predecessor has been the pri-
mary facilitator of this exhibit.

AAAS Annual Meeting Exhibit — In
addition, to organizing this ecumenical
exhibit, the PASTCF has provided its
primary staffing. This presence has been
made possible by the generous extra giv-
ing of PASTCF members who have made
contributions to support this effort above
and beyond their annual dues. Being
present at AAAS is an exceptional oppor-
tunity to give witness to the conviction
that, not only is there no necessary con-
flict between science and the Christian
faith, but indeed both the scientific and
Christian communities benefit from ac-
tive interaction which encourages the sci-
entific exploration of the world and
theological reflection on the findings of
science and ethical reflection on the tech-
nological powers and capacities which the
fruits of this exploration can convey.

As our Treasurer points out to me,
approximately 10% of Presbyterians are
engaged in scientific and technological
endeavors. This amounts to more than
250,000 persons. If only 1% of that num-
ber were PASTCFEF members at our cur-
rent membership rate that would provide
an annual income of $87,500. It is easy to
run the numbers and more difficult to
engage persons to share in our common
effort. Nevertheless, it is my challenge to
us, for the sake of our church, that each of
us secure at least one new member for the
Association in the next twelve months.
This simple concrete step will help pro-
vide additional resources that will allow us
a greater opportunity be a voice of encour-
agement to our congregations and
presbyteries urging them to attend to the
world God is revealing to us through the
sciences and in which God is calling us to
be servants by means of technologies and
education.t

Individuals, churches, or other organizations
may pay all or a portion of the publication costs
for SciTecht. This greatly helps the PASTCF
budget. Total cost for one issue is approxi-
mately $500. Contact Derek Pursey or Bill
Mclvor for more information (see page 2).
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to be of interest, but the provocative title
“A Creation Story for the Next Millenni-
um,” the lead article in the August 1998
issue, particularly caught people’s atten-
tion. Most responses were “This is great!”
or similar, but one visitor to the booth was
horrified that we would even hint that the
universe, the Earth, and life on Earth
actually evolved. His response was “Why
are you writing things that are false?” We
could hardly be Presbyterian without hav-
ing a minority report!

Was it worth it? You bet! The General
Assembly is the one annual event thatis a
representative gathering of the whole
Church. While a fair number of people
attend every year as observers or exhibi-
tors, the commissioners are a new group
of people each year. Also, many local
people are involved in the Committee on
Local Arrangements (COLA). The booth
in the General Assembly exhibit hall gives
us a unique opportunity to talk with the
many commissioners and people in the
COLA who have never heard of PASTCF
or thought about the issues that are the
reason we exist.t

PASTCF Annual Meeting
by Derek L. Pursey

he Annual General Meeting of
PASTCF was held in Fort Worth

immediately following the PASTCF-
sponsored luncheon. The main business
was to receive reports from the Treasurer
and the President, to announce the result
of the recent Board election, and to elect
a Nominating Committee for next year.

Treasurer Derek Pursey reported on
the financial condition of PASTCF for
the period from July 23, 1998 (when he
took charge of the bank account) through
June 16, 1999.

President Jim Miller’s report is also
printed elsewhere in this issue of SciTecht.

Derek Pursey announced that Dr. Tain
Campbell of Pittsburgh, was elected to fill
the Executive Board position vacated by
the Reverend Dr. Barbara Pursey. The
election was very close, and the hope was
expressed that the unsuccessful candidate
would consent to be a candidate again.

The final item of business was to elect
the Nominating Committee for the com-
ing year. Elected were Rev. Lowell Byall

(chair), Dr. David Hsi, and Rev. Ben-
jamin Booth. Information about how to
contact these individuals will be included
with the call for nominations later this
year.t

Following is the opening prayer from the
PASTCF luncheon at this year’s General
Assembly, prayed by President Jim Miller.

God of gnat and newt, of quark and lark, of
rain and reindeer, of chimpanzees and honey
bees, of Pomeranians and Homo sapiens —
you are creating a world in love and calling
it to the harmonious beauty of peace where
differences which could be occasions for con-
flict are transformed into contrasts which
enrich the whole. May we know your pres-
ence in our midst — 1n these fruits of the
earth which sustain us, in the good work of
those who prepared and serve them which
supports us, in the fellowship of table ralk,
and in that call from a world hungry for
sustenance and peace. We ask this in the name
of Jesus, who as the Christ shows us the Word
being made flesh. Amen

1.




