Living Theology Friends39
October 15, 2006
Worldview I
Past issues of these letters may be read at http://livingtheology.com/letters.htm and I encourage you to catch up with them if you have not received earlier letters.  Other writings of mine are at http://LivingTheology.com and I pray they will be helpful.
Worldview is a complicated topic and will require several letters, so be sure to keep them together for total reference.

I hear a lot about “worldview” now-a-days and I see books written on the general topic and on “Christian Worldview” so I thought I should talk about it a bit with my friends.  First it is very important to understand the following:
Facts or information have no meaning unless interpreted by some framework of thought. 
For example, before the atomic theory by Bohr, physicists had much data concerning the light emitted and absorbed by atoms that defied any explanation.  So they had a lot of facts but no way to understand those facts.  Using the Bohr Theory, people were able to explain many of the facts in terms that were very helpful.  Then when Bohr’s theory was discarded
 and the new quantum theory developed, more of that experimental data could be explained.  But do we yet have the proper framework upon which to interpret all of the data concerning the interaction of light with atoms?  We don’t really know but we are able to satisfactorily explain a lot of data.  The point is that data requires a framework upon which to be explained.  
If you are not a scientist the above may not satisfy you so let’s look at another example.  Do we really have a global warming problem?  To understand the possibility of global warming we need to have a framework upon which to interpret the data of temperatures over the earth and throughout time.  The northern hemisphere has had some unusually warm conditions over the past 20 years or so but the southern hemisphere has had some unusually cold conditions so all the data over the entire earth has to be considered over time.  But just correlating temperatures without a theory of the effect of various causes of temperature variations will not get us very far in understanding the data and making predictions.  We have to look at various causes of temperature rises (CO2 emissions, forest changes, ozone layer changes, etc.) and try to put it all together in some predictive framework.  Such a task is not easy and is not yet complete in the minds of most scientists, so controversy still exists as to whether or not the earth is undergoing global warming.  Since we do not even all agree as to whether or not global warming exists, we certainly do not have a cause.  Again, understanding data requires a framework or theory that can be used to understand the data and make predictions.  In this case also, the theory is incomplete.  
But we are still in science – not so unusual considering the background of your author!  Let me try something else.   Today we saw that the cost of gasoline was now below $2.00 per gallon and just a short time ago we were being blasted by the media that the cost of gasoline would rise above $4.00 per gallon and people were panicking.  To logically understand what happens to cause changes in the cost of gasoline we need to understand the source of oil, factors affecting the cost of oil, the distillation process to produce gasoline and economic factors affecting that process, etc.  Obviously nobody has a foolproof theory for using data to predict the cost of gasoline at the pump either.  So we cannot definitively answer the question “What will be the cost per gallon of gasoline in the Atlanta, U.S. in December of 2006?”
I also read that people are saying that there are more terrorist attacks worldwide now than before we entered the war on terrorism and people are saying that we are to blame for the increase.  People certainly should be able to count the number of terrorist attacks over the past ten years throughout the world.  But, assuming that the total number is increasing; does that information really mean that we caused the increase in terrorism by entering the war?  We certainly cannot make such a statement because such a statement is not based upon complete information.  To know whether or not we are a causative factor in the increase in terrorism we would need to somehow know how many terrorist attacks would have occurred if we had not entered the war.  Of course it is impossible to obtain that information so we cannot say that our entering the war on terrorism actually caused an increase in terrorism.  What I am saying is that it is impossible to have a control factor in this investigation.  It seems most probable that if the enemy had seen that we were going to do nothing he would have even more boldly mounted terrorist attacks but I cannot prove that either for the same reason – it is not possible to have a control.  Controls are extremely important in analyzing some data.
In science we have to use control experiments to help us in understanding the effectiveness of a drug.  So scientists are comfortable with the concept of a control experiment and everyone should also consider such when thinking about some set of facts. 

We then need to always consider:
1.) Would a control affect our interpretation of information?

2.) Do we have a valid theoretical framework upon which to understand the information?

3.) Are the facts we are examining really valid facts?

Over the next few weeks we will explore these questions as we try to understand the different possible worldviews that people use to try to understand the validity of facts and how to use the facts to understand the world.  Buckle your seatbelts for this might get a little deep at times!  
For your homework read the newspaper carefully and see if the above will help you find flaws in some reports so that you can better judge the validity of the reported news.  Often people will try to convince you of their opinion by improperly reporting the explanation of information.  Hopefully when we finish this study we will all be better equipped to not be led astray.
� Yes, theories can be found to be wrong and then discarded!





