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[bookmark: _GoBack]Worldview is a complicated topic and will require several letters, so be sure to keep them together for total reference.  We are now continuing with the fourth chapter.  

In the third chapter of Worldview 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 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 neo-Platonic, 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 book on the subject and it is not really hard reading1.  I decided that it would serve our purposes with these letters to look briefly 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 discuss this further later.

Remember that there is a huge difference between microevolution and macroevolution.  Microevolution consists of 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 who call themselves Christians and attend 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

