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Pastoral Letter from tine Frestdent of Confzrence

The movie "0 God IT" was not as good a novie as the oviginal "C God, bt it
kad cne incenicus idea in the plot. George Burns as God mancges to get a cormaign
started in wiich school children write "Think God" in cvopry conczivable pluc:, on
fencec, bilackbosias, T- Hz,UU, staewalks, bumpers, ete. ete. ete. wnitl rno one in

tne entire country can avoid thinking Cod, if only in exasperation cver the jrafl-
fitti. "Thin® God” 1is a viea for a bheo—70"zcal approach 1o lzJe and the worid.

It we.ld not be a bad s uog an for any of us to have around. It is sovnethivg lice
the Jewich "Shzma' which Meses commanded the people of Isracl to teach to theip
childecn, to wrilte on tne uoorpouto of their houses, and to tie cnto their arms and

forehsads (Deuwi, £:8-9). '"Remember this, O Israel, tre Lord—and the Lord alonz-—
18 owr God."

Arve we tecching our children ito "Think God"? Are we even "thinling Cod" o=
seitves? Jeremy Eifk'n, in a book called The Imercing Order, jives a ort@f i tom
of the ethos which has characterised the vast majority of pecple, capz»aluut; i
communiiets alike, jor the past fwo h.ndred years or so. This ethes 18 a
Looking at the world in which nabture is regarded e raw material fbr
monzy; progress for humankind ie concetved mainly tn terms Oj znv-easbwg we
reason and other huwan abilities are primarily useful for gaining peﬂ“orol
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tage i competition with others (Join Lecke, the leosopaer, sard, "He :

reason *ie best will beneiit the most'); religion 18 a private cffair; th
can ke vnderstood quite well without any refércw-- to God. This ethos or mi.i
pervaces thne modern wvorld. It (s committed to mited economic growth eirci at tae
exvense of nature. (Locke also said, "The nega taon of nature is the way to Fravpiness'.)
It is comfortable with economic ineqralitics and confident tiat human beincs can look
after themsaives witiout any help from God or anyore else. This secular, maiar?
competitive, acquisiiive thinking is so much in tre alr arownd us that 15 1 Jap more
pe 2roastve than any avaffitts corpat tgn could possiily be. To "Tnink God" in cur times
18 like truing to whistle qom&cuLnﬂ from the "Messiah! in thne middle of & Rool lcneert.
We cind Lp throbbing to the prevailling drwnbeat wis the tune of the Mzssian “orjotien.
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Rijkin's thecvy in The bBmeraina Orﬂ“r 18 that the prevailing secular miv s b is
dooricid to failuve in the neur juture nature gliply oot sustain tiw witlivi-
vied exploitaiion to which it L8 being uabuected. PoZZution f’pletzon, sl rernla-

ton Tnoveqes crell the end cof ooar pms:)h., ong. The ortions Jacing the worlt o are to
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tiiive qogquisitivevess, on clee there will be a cxiasirorre as nuelear crmaed

Jiant o gatn mn ﬂiu?qltiﬁ(ﬂ*4(z chave o) the Jixinlelod veacupace of the word. - ivw
coopcrative einos LD vegudre "amasstee spiviiual wpieaval’. The madoriiy oF poepie
in the vorld will hwwe o ctart to "Think God”; to sov naiare as God's COrovtice; to
wnde v beod Tnonan MdoniDilon™ (Geny 1:28) 0 Ferrs of Stocoisniy of the earis oo lor
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mindset necessary for an ethos of cooperation and sacrifice that would make hwman life
cr this planet possible.

Ieanwthe, back in our public education c‘uszf;om, our chtldren are beznd tanght a
theory of evolution tnat stresses ''chance mutction') "matural selection”, cnd ’5Padu—
alism’ which logically precludes the operation of any purpose in the process or any
inttiative by God. “There was no doubt some kind of evolutionary aevelopwgna i the
creation of the world as we know it, but the cxisting theoriez of evolution ap
thonoughlw deficient and inade“uate, even fror: the serthy sctentific viewpoint. It
18 being increasingly rezsgnized in the scientific community that there is no satis-
factory scientific e&nlanu*"cw of why new developments emerged in the creative »roces
and that the " naduaZLom of Darwinist theory does not fit the facts of evolution as
seen in the fbsszZ records. This i1s not to say that owr religious explanation should
be taught as '"science" in the schools when it is clearly not scientific either. The
point is that we have a right and duty to stop the teaching of an erroneous explana-
tion of hwnan origins especially when it contributes to a mindset about the world and
humanity that is patently destructive. '"Neutral' nature, governed by chance, is fair
game for unlimited exploiitation.

In any case, it is really urgent that we teach our children to "Think God" about
creation and cbout human soctety. The great commandment says, "You shall love tne

Lord your God with all your mind...'" For too long we have lost by default ir the
applicotion of this commandment in our education systems. One cannot pretend that
there are easy anSMCJQ about how to change cur education sdu,v‘u. The teacking cf

"ereation science’ is clearly not the way tc go. We live in a pZuraZtstzc Elela
and we must respect those of diffevent faith. But, we had Letter start tn
about how to do 1t 1f we have any realistic intention of nurturing a rew e
cooperation and sacrifice to cope with the cge of scarcity that faces us ar
ing generations.
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The peaze that passes understanding be with you.
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Paul W. Newman



