WORLDVIEW

Leon L. Combs, M.A., M.Div., Ph.D.

This was originally written in 2006 in the form of five letters sent to friends of 
http://LivingTheology.com  
Chapter One

I hear a lot about “worldview” today 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 (a model). 

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, physicists 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 (Quantum Mechanics) 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 we 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.

Chapter Two

We are now continuing with the second chapter.  The concept of the need for a control was introduced last time and we must always study any presentation to make sure that either it does not need a control or that the control is carefully given.  We also emphasized that:

Facts or information have no meaning unless interpreted by some framework of thought (a model). 
Now we need to start discussing the various worldviews that people can have and how they influence our understanding of events.  Everyone has a world view but probably in most people it is not thoroughly conceptualized.  We all need to be consistent in our life style and so we must develop a consistent world view to help us deal with life.  

The following is from: http://pespmc1.vub.ac.be/WORLVIEW.html, which is a site with a lot more information than we need at this point but I think it is an excellent statement.

“What we need is a framework that ties everything together, that allows us to understand society, the world, and our place in it, and that could help us to make the critical decisions which will shape our future. It would synthesize the wisdom gathered in the different scientific disciplines, philosophies and religions. Rather than focusing on small sections of reality, it would provide us with a picture of the whole. In particular, it would help us to understand, and therefore cope with, complexity and change. Such a conceptual framework may be called a "world view".”
From the above we can see that the development of a world view is not simple.  Many people have spent their lives working on developing a unified field theory as a scientific world view to understand our universe and the functioning elements within it.  I just used the phrase unified field theory, which is used in physics and applied it to the development of a world view because I think it is appropriate.  We need a model of the world in terms of scientific disciplines, philosophies and religions that will allow us to understand our world environment and to react to it in an appropriate manner.  Such a view would unify many disciplines.  I believe that our understanding of God must be the fundamental concept in our world view that must affect all other aspects of our being.  We cannot be compartmental in our world view or it will not be consistent.  Being compartmental means that we do not let our views of various topics interact with our other views such as not letting our views of religion affect our views on politics.  If we believe that there is no god then that concept must be basic in our thinking in the other areas.  If we believe that the God of the Bible is true then our understanding of Him must affect all other areas.  
I assume that everyone on this mailing list is a Christian.  Also we have already discussed in some detail the attributes of God so I will use those attributes as our fundamental understanding of God and we will now assume that such a concept forms the basis of our world view.  Remember also that we are not to be compartmental thinkers so all of our other understandings in our world view are to be linked with our understanding of God.  I believe my article on compartmentalization (http://livingtheology.com/Compart.htm) speaks clearly concerning how our knowledge of God must permeate all of our thinking so I hope that you will have time to read it this week.
God tells us that we are to be transformed in the entirety of our being by having our mind renewed with the knowledge of God:

Rom 12:1 “I urge you therefore, brethren, by the mercies of God, to present your bodies a living and holy sacrifice, acceptable to God, which is your spiritual service of worship.

Rom 12:2 And do not be conformed to this world, but be transformed by the renewing of your mind, that you may prove what the will of God is, that which is good and acceptable and perfect.”

Seeking a consistent, integrated worldview is really our command from God in the above verses.  We are to be transformed by the renewing of our mind.  Our mind must be trained to understand all that we encounter with the wisdom that is developed by the Holy Spirit using our knowledge of the Bible as a lens through which we study our walk in the world.  The verse below illustrates how our correct thinking affects our desires:

Psalm 37:4 “Delight yourself in the Lord and he will give you the desires of your heart.”

As we delight ourselves more and more in the Lord then the desires of our heart change and when what we desire totally overlaps with the desire of the Lord for us then God will see that we receive those blessed desires.

This week please take time to focus on just a few Bible verses that affect your life and see to it that your delight for those items influences your desires in this world.  In this manner you will be working on a worldview that will influence all that you do and think.  Here are a couple of suggestions:

Psalm 1:1 “How blessed is the man who does not walk in the counsel of the wicked, Nor stand in the path of sinners, Nor sit in the seat of scoffers!

Psalm 1:2 But his delight is in the law of the Lord, And in His law he meditates day and night.

Psalm 1:3 And he will be like a tree firmly planted by streams of water, Which yields its fruit in its season, And its leaf does not wither; And in whatever he does, he prospers.”

Psalm 42:1 “As the deer pants for the water brooks, So my soul pants for Thee, O God.”
Chapter Three

We previously emphasized that:

Facts or information have no meaning unless interpreted by some framework or context of thought (a model). 
But equally important is:

The same facts can be interpreted in vastly different ways by using different frameworks.

I think that this is a good time to use some examples and to take a break from some theory.  I will return to some theory later.  Let’s take an example using the above regarding different frameworks for the same data.  We will consider events in life as examples.  The two frameworks will be 

A.) Those people who assume that there is no god or they worship a non-Biblical God.

B.) Those people who assume or know that there is a Biblical God.  

Please remember from our previous letters about the attributes of God that all of those attributes must be present for us to be talking about the Biblical God.  

1.) A 22 year old person is killed in a car wreck by a drunk driver.  Both groups of people will, of course, be very sad about the situation, but they will have different reactions.

Group A.) These people react with comments like “he died before his time”, “he could have been such a great benefit to society if he had not died”, and “I hope that the drunk will know that my hate of him will continue as long as I live”.  Since to them there is no life after death the friends and relatives have no comfort of ever seeing the loved one again.  

Group B.) God has set the time of our death before we are born so his death was known by God before the foundation of the world was set.  We know that nobody dies “before his time”.  If the person killed was a Christian then those left behind have great comfort knowing that the person is in heaven glorifying God and one day we will all be together forever.  We will forgive the drunk and pray for his salvation.  Even though we are sad now we will quickly find the peace of God in our lives leading us to know that God is sovereign.  

2.) A person, Joe, is passed over for promotion at work.

Group A.) I am much more talented than Joe so I know that I must have been passed over because the boss does not like me.  I will file a grievance against my boss.  I hate Joe because he was promoted over me.  I hate the boss because he discriminated against me.  I will find some friends who will understand my situation and we can all get back at them.  I cannot get the situation out of my mind and I start going to a local bar to drink and talk to people about how I have been mistreated.  I start showing up for work drunk and then I get fired – extreme, but possible.

Group B.)  I know that God is sovereign and if He wanted me to have that promotion it would have been offered to me.  I congratulate Joe and tell him that I will support him in his new job.  I thank the boss for considering me and tell him that I will continue to support the company and the individuals involved.  I hear people talking about how I was mistreated and I ask them to not talk like that for I was not mistreated.  I am content where God has placed me and I will continue to praise Him.

3.)  We are asked to vote concerning abortion.  

Group A.)  A fetus is not a person so there is no problem with terminating its existence before it is born.  The life of the mother must always be considered first and if the fetus could cause the mother anxiety then abortion is favored.  

Group B.)  The killing of a baby is murder and should never be sanctioned.  He/she is a person since inception so whatever action we consider against an unborn child should be treated legally the same as if the action were taken against an adult.  

4.)  We are asked to vote about making suicide and the taking of life by a physician legal when the person requests such (assisted suicide or euthanasia).  

Group A.)  There is no sanctity to life so if someone would rather die then so what?  Since there is no god, we do not have to answer to a “higher authority” so if the person is consenting there should not be any legal problems for either act.  After all, it is the “quality” of life that is important.  

Group B.)  Life is a gift of God and the time of death of that person has been written by God before the person is born.  The termination of life outside of natural causes should never be sanctioned.  

Without question, knowing God and believing His word impacts every aspect of our lives, our decisions, our desires, our goals, our understanding of whom we are and our purpose for living.  

I could go on with many more examples but I will stop here and ask that you contribute some examples of how life is treated differently by people depending upon whether or not their world view considers God to exist.  I encourage you to discuss such applications with some of your friends.  

Chapter Four

I gave a few applications showing how a different frame of reference will yield completely different interpretations.  I hope that you worked through some more applications based upon your experience.  Also be sure to always remember that when someone says that “x” would have resulted if “y” had been done instead of “w” that was done, the statement is not verifiable because one cannot run a comparison in real life (a control cannot be done).  You may say “what!!!!”, so let me give an example similar to what I gave before.  “If we had not gone to war with Iraq, there would be more peace over there now.”  We cannot take a view outside of our time frame and let the control run.  There is no way to verify the statement!  I really think that the statement is very false but I cannot know it for sure.  Most “if” statements fall into this category of unverifiable statements so be real careful with them.  

Now let us go into some more theory to help us in dealing with worldviews.  There are basically three worldviews: the Aristotelian, the neoPlatonic, and the mechanistic.  I thought about elaborating on these a bit but decided that it would take too much time and effort to justify.  I have an excellent book1 on the subject and it is not really difficult reading so I recommend it to you.  I decided that it would serve our purposes with these letters to look at two different worldviews: Christian and Darwinian.

This study is prompted by the following:

Col 2:8 “See to it that no one takes you captive through philosophy and empty deception, according to the tradition of men, according to the elementary principles of the world, rather than according to Christ.”

Darwin’s life was modified significantly on 23 April 1851, when his beloved young daughter Annie Elizabeth died of a fever; she was only ten years old. This personal tragedy was an intellectual catalyst in his life. After Annie's death, Darwin totally rejected outright his faith in the teachings of Christianity as a divine revelation and, instead, favored a metaphysical stance grounded in science and reason. No longer did he speculate on the need for a God to account for the evolution of life on earth. In fact, Darwin became an admitted agnostic if not a silent atheist2.  Although some people claim to be Christian but still believe that life evolved in a Darwinian fashion, for the broad purposes of this letter I will consider that all evolutionists are also atheists.  I will try to discuss this further later.

Remember that there is a huge difference between microevolution and macroevolution.  Microevolution is just modifications that take place such that the species remains basically the same.  For example, bacteria modify themselves to become resistant to antibiotics but it is still a bacteria.  Flies are studied to modify them and to see how such modifications are passed on to their next generation but they are still flies.  Macroevolution is a change that results in the development of different species.  To the person who believes that God created all species and that each species produces after its own kind, the argument is not against microevolution but against macroevolution.  This disagreement results in some very different concepts of life.  

If one believes that life evolved without God’s creation then the basic philosophy of that person is very different from that of the person who believes that God created all life.  To the strict evolutionist, there is no afterlife so life here is all that there is.  The perfect person from a pure evolutionist perspective would be a sociopath because such a person only thinks about himself and what he needs to be happy and he has no discernable conscience.  Life is just the survival of the fittest.  Evolutionists have a hard time explaining the presence of a conscience in a person who just evolved but they have made some interesting attempts.  The only purpose of life to such a person is his/her survival and happiness in life.  I heard a pastor one time say that to such a person the theme of life is: “Get all you can, can what you get, sit on the lid and poison the rest”.  I think such a statement is accurate for many such people.  

However I know some very wonderful people who are atheistic evolutionists, but such behavior is not generally a result in such a category of people.  That such nice people do indeed exist is a good example of the danger of trying to broadly judge people.  In fact I know some atheists who are nicer people than many people attending church services!  But the attitude toward life is very different for the evolutionist compared to the Christian.

The Christian knows that there is life after physical death and that he will face judgment there.  He knows that his place in heaven is guaranteed by the life and works of Jesus Christ, but that he also will have his work on earth judged by the perfect judge.  To the Christian human life is a precious gift of God and it is to be respected.  To the evolutionist human life is just a step in the development of mankind.  The evolutionist has no problem with abortion but to the Christian abortion is murder.  

Homework:  Describe two aspects of life that are very differently understood from the perspectives of a Christian or an atheist.  

1. “Encyclopedia of Cosmology”, edited by Narris S. Hetherington, Garland Publishing, Inc., 1993.

2. http://www.theharbinger.org/articles/rel_sci/darwin.html

Chapter Five

Now let’s just concentrate on a Christian worldview or a Godview of the world.  I have an excellent book on this topic (“Philosophical Foundations for a Christian Worldview” by J.P. Moreland and William Lane Craig, Intervarsity Press, 2003), but it is a bit involved.  I will try to make the topic easily applicable for all of us.

A distinguished person, Charles Malik, spoke at the inaugural address at the dedication of the new Billy Graham Center on the campus of Wheaton College in the fall of 1980.  The topic was “The Two Tasks of Evangelism” and those tasks were: saving the soul and saving the mind.  His talk hit the audience hard for most Christians do not realize that there is an intellectual struggle going on in the world against the true Christian worldview.  The two tasks are even more apparent in their need today.  Therefore it is imperative that every child of God develop his/her Christian worldview and mature in it often as we learn more about God.  The absolute necessity with having a Christian worldview is that we apply our understanding of being a child of God to every aspect of our existence.  Most live a compartmentalized life with no connections between their “Religion” and the remainder of their lives:
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I am sure that all of us can think of some prominent people who have said something like “My personal religious preferences do not influence my personal life.”  But one cannot be a Christian without having the Lordship of Jesus Christ influencing all of his/her life.  Character really does matter!  We must have direct connections between our Christian understanding and all of the other aspects of our lives, which means that we live an integrated life.  Such a person is indeed a person of integrity as the chart below shows.
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Our religion (read “Christianity” for Religion) must be the center of our thinking and it must influence every decision we make in all the other areas.  This chart is our definition of a Christian worldview and any choices that we have to make in any area of our life must be influenced by the Lordship of Jesus Christ in our life.  Please keep this chart in your minds constantly as you move through each day.  I refer you to my paper on this topic at http://livingtheology.com/Compart.htm and I hope that you will take the time to read it this week.  Some of my article has to do with science but everyone should be able to make applications specific to their lives rather easily, and I encourage you to do so.  If you have not considered making such a chart an active part of your life in everything that you do then doing so will change your life.  

Rom 12:1 “I urge you therefore, brethren, by the mercies of God, to present your bodies a living and holy sacrifice, acceptable to God, which is your spiritual service of worship.

Rom 12:2 And do not be conformed to this world, but be transformed by the renewing of your mind, that you may prove what the will of God is, that which is good and acceptable and perfect.”
� Yes, theories can be found to be wrong and then discarded!





