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A. My World View Components

· The universe was created and is sustained by a loving, personal God.

· Bible is inspired and true in all it teaches.

· We are responsible as moral beings within the context of our genes and the environment.

· Truth is revealed by the Holy Spirit through the Bible – God’s book; (studied via Theology) and Nature – God’s creation (studied via Science)

B. Origins- options

· Theistic – God created –Theistic evolution (This I find supportable from a Biblical and scientific perspective.) 

· The earth appears to be very old.

· God appears to have used evolutionary processes to create portions of the diversity of life. 

· God is the author of truth. The data of scripture and nature when interpreted correctly will be in harmony. 

· Theistic - Young Earth Creationism (This I find supportable but unnecessary from a Biblical perspective and unsupportable from a scientific perspective.)

· All basic organisms were created in six, twenty-four hour days.

· The earth is only 6000-10,000 years old.

· “Flood geology” is reasonably related to Noah’s flood.

· Atheistic – naturalism – Atheistic evolution (This I find unsupportable from a Biblical and scientific perspective.) –

· Everything the product of matter and energy.

· Love, hope, aesthetics, God, purpose, and ethics, are all the product of chance molecular collisions.

· Every aspect of human life is the result of our genes and the environment.

C. How does my worldview with its perceptions of origins relate to my life as a biologist? It provides perspective in 

1. Critiquing the unnecessary narrowness of fundamentalism.

2. Resolving issues of genetic engineering, reproductive engineering, Human Genome Project, human experimentation, psychosurgery, stem cell research. I ask how the issue relates to the teaching of scripture (which stresses compassion) and the Biblical concepts of reciprocity, the desire to be honest, and humility.

3. Revealing the meaninglessness of naturalism.

4. Confirming the importance of data, the clear, candid, honest, presentation of data and importance of public relations in science and theology.

5. Committing oneself to a science that is life affirming, optimistic, and realistic; rejecting a science that is inappropriately postmillennialist.

6. Affirming a science that looks for answers. Rejects John Fisher’s either/or “In the car or in the crowd.” argument but would try to guide academic excellence and the expression of social responsibility.

7. Affirming the high Christian calling of scientists to understand God’s creation, to carry out the Great Commission and to relive suffering.

8. Understanding how to read scripture. What did it mean versus what did it say.

9. Providing a core of essential beliefs but great flexibility in non-essentials.

10. Critiquing both capitalism and socialism. The process by which we may have been formed does not necessarily suggest how we should function as Christians.

11. Resolving the dilemma of Jesus’ teachings of the Social gospel (Matthew 25) and salvation (John 3:16 and John 14:6) e.g. ”I am the way the truth and the life. No one comes to the father but by me.”

12. Critiquing post-modernism.

13. Developing a Christian stewardship of natural resources. This should involve both individual Christian piety and corporate Christian social action, working individually and collectively, within Christian or secular groups, and within or outside of the law, to influence individuals and change laws and behavior.

