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Editorial 
It is a common enough theme amongst colleagues: chil-
dren not following in their parents’ footsteps, not even 
remotely interested in science. It isn’t a lament so much 
as a kind of sadness that maybe they haven’t been the 
best example of how exciting science can be. When the 
colleague is a Christian, one wonders whether or not 
there has been a failure to communicate that there is a 
wonder about science, that rather than unweaving the 
rainbow, it helps us to understand the wonder of the rain-
bow all the more, and the God who draws it across the 
sky. 
 
Most readers would be familiar with the rather regular 
and lamentable attempts by many Christians in the 
United States to put Intelligent Design along side neo-
Darwinian evolution in the science class room. A move-
ment with little scientific credibility, scientific evidence or 
strong biblical mandate (unless literalism is your herme-
neutic) seeks to push its way onto the masses. The US 
is a place of enough scientific ignorance; it doesn’t need 
ID to exacerbate it! It is also interesting to note that Turk-
ish Muslims are turning to the US for ID material. Funda-
mentalisms have much in common! 
 
People simply don’t understand evolution enough to cri-
tique it. Perhaps science itself has, at times, explained it 
poorly. In talking to an in-law some time ago, the percep-
tion was that evolution produces ever more advanced 
creatures. Yet doesn’t extinction prove this isn’t the 
case? I was trying to explain that fitness is contextual 
and that environments change (given the biblical empha-
sis on divine control of the weather and climate, I’d have 
thought that this was one of the ideal places for God to 
operate).  
 
It is further lamentable that some have objected to and 
banned Al Gore’s movie, not just on some perceived po-
litical message (and hence the viewer’s own political bias 
that Christian = Republican), but that because the movie 
doesn’t mention that the world will be consumed in fire 
by God, it isn’t fit for believers. Again, inappropriate bibli-
cal literalism (the bible speaks about earth shattering 
events, not events that shatter the Earth) combined with 
scientific ignorance means death to science. 
 
In addition, it seems that the ambition of most students is 
to get a degree that ensures a job that ensures a lifestyle 
that is comfortable in a generation of ‘whatever’. We 
need to think carefully not only how we approach and 

present ourselves to today’s Christian youth, but also 
their mindset. How much do our young consume the ide-
ology of the world around them that ‘the most important 
person in the world is you’? This is a generation who are 
not joiners unless there is something in it for them. Yes, 
we were all young and self-absorbed once, but now self-
absorption is positively encouraged. 
 
ISCAST represents to me the best of two worlds: solid 
biblical theology that doesn’t reduce to a consistently 
literal hermeneutic, and a dedication to the truths (be 
they Platonic or relative and provisional depending on 
your epistemology) of science. We think God’s thoughts 
after him, we read both of his books and try and bring 
them to bear on each other where appropriate. 
 
I think in the 21st century, it will be a continuing chal-
lenge to bring a reasonable, rational approach to many 
of the debates that plague the church. We need to pre-
sent science as exciting, as utilitarian, as an act of wor-
ship (both with our intellects and with our hearts) and as 
not contrary to our Sunday faith (what ethicist Gordon 
Preece refers to as ‘the Sunday-Monday connection’).  
 
How we achieve this is another thing, but reaching 
school children would be a start. Likewise, the few con-
nections with the university campuses need to be built 
upon. If you are currently involved in either endeavour, 
please contact me and let the wider ISCAST community 
know what you are doing, how you are doing it, and how 
it is working. 
 
Likewise, reaching the people in the pews is important, 
and we need to get alongside our ministers, priests, pas-
tors, etc and encourage them that science is the study of 
God’s world. The scientifically trained can become frus-
trated at the margins when little preaching is directed 
towards some of their concerns. Again, this is where 
ISCAST can fill a much needed gap. I hope that all read-
ers are able to find fellowship where these issues can be 
examined, and you can receive encouragement. Reports 
and reflections for the Bulletin would also be appreci-
ated. 
 
Let’s continue to wonder at God’s creation as well as his 
redemptive work in Christ. 
 
Cheers, Ed.  

Who has wisdom to count the clouds? 
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Intelligent Design 
sorily dismissing the only recent paper he chose to refer 
to. Notwithstanding, ID continues as a political force and 
influence on the Christian community in the USA. Falk 
challenged us to be concerned and properly informed. 
 
Falk then turned to the ‘intelligent designer’. He argued 
that ID leads either to the need for an evil designer com-
peting with God (with severe theological problems) or 
that the God who is Love creates evil designs (with even 
bigger theological problems). To support his position, 
Falk explained that elegantly structured organisms such 
as the AIDS virus exist whose only purpose is to destroy 
life. Their existence, however, points towards natural se-
lection working within a God-given freedom. 
 
Falk considered next whether the tools of science can 
help in exploring faith. He concluded that perhaps God 
purposely eludes scientific explanation so that we can 
focus on faith, taking up our own cross and experiencing 
the mystery of new life in Christ.  
 
The strength of the lecture lay in demonstrating that ID 
does not hold up scientifically. While less time was spent 
on theological issues, it is hoped Dr Falk will address 
these in the future. An important take-home lesson was 
that we should be on our guard against those outside 
science (including politicians such as George W. Bush) 
who jump on ‘bandwagons’ and want to force those bet-
ter informed to march to their tune. 
 

Recent book to note 
 
The Goldilocks Enigma. Why is Everything Just Right? 
Paul Davies, Allen Lane (Penguin), 2006, 350pp, $55 
(hb) 
 
Although Paul Davies is no Christian, his work is a con-
tinuing encouragement to Christians in his explorations 
of the universe, one which is, like a certain porridge, just 
right.  
 
Davies is a gifted communicator, and his latest book 
promises to cover both the latest in cosmology, but also 
questions that press upon the scientist who is also a 
Christian: ‘Does the multiverse solve the problem, or is a 
designer required?’. 

Can We Use the Tools of Science 

to Explore the Realm of Faith? 

ISCAST Victoria Annual Lecture, 3rd 
June 2006 

 
Darrel R. Falk, Professor of Biology, 

Point Loma Nazarene University,  

San Diego, California 

John R Pilbrow. 

Since ‘intelligent design’ (ID) began in the USA, it was 
fitting that an American biologist and Christian should 
critique the movement in the 2006 ISCAST(Vic) Annual 
Lecture. Despite its power as a political force and its vi-
tality, Falk considers ID will peter out within ten years. ID 
has already been critiqued in TMA (Sept 2005, p 15; Dec 
2005, p18) from scientific, theological and philosophical 
perspectives by Professor Allan Day. 
 
A cornerstone of ID is ‘irreducible complexity’, an idea 
due to biochemist, Michael Behe (Darwin’s Black Box, 
1996). That is, some biological systems such as the im-
mune system, are so complex that they must have been 
specifically designed, and that every component must be 
present in order for the system to function. Falk disputes 
this, presenting a convincing scientific analysis that 
showed why the immune system is not irreducibly com-
plex, and reporting recent research which demonstrates 
single step rearrangements of bacterial transposon 
genes, contrary to ID claims.  
 
While the ID movement claims to be scientific, and seeks 
to have ID taught in school biology, it failed in a recent 
court case. Falk agreed with the judge’s ruling that ‘ID is 
not science and cannot be adjudged a valid, accepted 
scientific theory as it has failed to publish in peer-
reviewed journals, engage in research and testing, and 
gain acceptance in the scientific community. ID, as 
noted, is grounded in theology, not science’.  
 
Falk expressed considerable surprise that in Darwin’s 
Black Box, the 2nd Edition, Behe stated ‘There is very 
little of the original text I would change today’. He was 
particularly critical of Behe for glossing over the past 
decade of seminal research in immunology, and for cur-
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Today I posted our request for substantial funding from 
the Templeton Foundation for a significant upgrade of 
the ISCAST Website. (1) A major technical upgrade in-
cluding improved presentation and ease of access, a 
new content management system, improved site naviga-
tion, an expanded events and payment facility, storing 
and downloading multimedia content and enabling on-
line sales and receipt of member subscriptions and do-
nations. (2) A content upgrade including on-line versions 
of articles and material only previously available in hard 
copy, editing and reformatting existing material not origi-
nally intended for on-line presentation, commissioning 
new content on contemporary issues, establishing refer-
encing and hypertext links to related sources and to pro-
vide biodata on Fellows, researchers and contributors. 
(3) On-going funding for five years to ensure proper 
maintenance and upgrading. 

I completed my meetings with Fellows at the beginning 
of November with a final meeting in Brisbane. My original 
timeframe for preparation of a discussion paper has had 
to be revised in the light of other professional commit-
ments, including preparation for lectures in Cambridge at 
the end of March (see below). My plan is to have it ready 
for circulation in early May. This will provide almost five 
months for its consideration by the Fellows in prepara-
tion for the Fellows Meeting at the conclusion of COSAC 
07. I want to express my thanks to all who took part in 
the ‘brainstorming’ in Canberra, Adelaide, Melbourne, 
Sydney and Brisbane. 

I was pleased to be able to Chair the 2006 ISCAST AGM 
held on Saturday 28th October prior to the ‘brainstorm’ 
session in Sydney and to be able to attend the NSW An-
nual ISCAST Lecture given by Bishop Robert Forsyth 
(see http://iscast.org.au/pdf/ForsythISCASTLectOLJ.pdf 
for text of his lecture).  

In my last President’s column, I spoke about the Biennial 
Science and Theology Conference and that I had under-
taken to revise the agreement between the School of 
Theology at St Mark’s/Charles Sturt University, the Aus-
tralian Theological Forum, The Centre for Theology, Sci-
ence and Culture at the Adelaide College of Divinity/
Flinders University and ISCAST. It became apparent that 
a name change was called for and the Biennial Science 
and Theology Conference will now be known as the Aus-
tralian Science and Theology Network. The revised 
agreement was endorsed by all four Boards and signed 

by all the Presidents or Chairpersons. The next confer-
ence will be a Forum of Ideas organised by ATF in Ade-
laide 21–24 June. One of the keynote speakers is to be 
Prof Gareth Jones from Otago University. Robert Sten-
ing and I did some preliminary work on a possible con-
ference on Neuroscience for 2008 but this is at present 
on hold. 

My wife and I will be in the UK from March 23rd until April 
23rd during which time I am to present two talks at a 
weekend Faraday Institute Course in Cambridge for sec-
ondary school teachers. My topics are on relativity and 
divine action. I hope the presentations prepared at a 
level appropriate for secondary teachers of science, re-
ligion and some chaplains, may ultimately prove useful in 
the Australian context. 

During our time in both Oxford and Cambridge, I intend 
to meet with a number of people, particularly from Chris-
tians in Science to discuss matters of interest to  
ISCAST. If possible, I hope to explore options for a pos-
sible Science and Theology Network conference on Neu-
roscience mentioned above. 

Now that the publicity for COSAC07 is ready, let us all 
do our part to promote the conference and the presence 
of Alister McGrath amongst our networks and beyond.  

 
John Pilbrow, President 
15 February 2007 
 

The McGrath—Dawkins  
Debate 
 
http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/comment/faith/
article1361840.ece 
From The Times,   February 10, 2007 
 
The questions science cannot answer 
The ideological fanaticism of Richard Dawkins’s attack 
on belief is unreasonable to religion — and science 
Alister McGrath 
 
Deep within humanity lies a longing to make sense of 
things. Why are we here? What is life all about? These 
questions are as old as the human race. So how are we 
to answer them? Can they be answered at all? Might 
God be part of the answer? 
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The McGrath—Dawkins debate 
one’s beliefs. 
 
So why are things not as simple as Dawkins wants us to 
believe? The beginnings of an answer are to be found in 
a wise book written back in 1987 by Sir Peter Medawar, 
who won the Nobel Prize for Medicine for his work on 
immunobiology. In The Limits of Science, Medawar re-
flected on how science, despite being ‘the most success-
ful enterprise human beings have ever engaged upon’, 
had limits to its scope. Science is superb when it comes 
to showing that the chemical formula for water is H2O. 
Or, more significantly, that DNA has a double helix. 
But what of that greater question: what’s life all about? 
This, and others like it, Medawar insisted, were 
‘questions that science cannot answer, and that no con-
ceivable advance of science would empower it to an-
swer’. They could not be dismissed as ‘non-questions or 
pseudo-questions such as only simpletons ask and only 
charlatans profess to be able to answer’. This is not to 
criticise science, but simply to calibrate its capacities. 
 
This deft analysis by a self-confessed rationalist casts 
light on why scientists hold such a variety of religious be-
liefs. It makes it clear that scientists are intellectually and 
morally free to believe (or disbelieve) in God, while at the 
same time challenging religions to take the findings of 
science seriously. It also shows that it makes little sense 
to talk about ‘proof’ of a world view, whether Christian or 
atheist. In the end, as Gilbert Harman pointed out dec-
ades ago, the real question is which offers the ‘best ex-
planation’ of things. And as there is no general agree-
ment on how to decide which of these explanations is 
the ‘best’, the argument seems certain to run. 
 
Christians will argue that their world view represents a 
superb way of making sense of things, while accepting 
that this, like its atheist counterparts, is open to chal-
lenge by sceptics. ‘I believe in Christianity as I believe 
that the Sun has risen — not only because I see it, but 
because by it, I see everything else’, wrote C. S. Lewis. 
Christians know that they can’t prove that God is there, 
any more than an atheist can prove that there is no God. 
The simple fact is that all of us, whether Christians or 
atheists, base our lives on at least some fundamental 
beliefs that we know we cannot prove, but nevertheless 
believe to be reliable and significant. We all need to ex-
amine our beliefs — especially if we are naive enough to 
think that we don’t have any in the first place. It’s one of 
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Richard Dawkins, England’s grumpiest atheist, has a 
wonderfully brash way of dealing with this. Here’s how 
science would sort out this muddleheaded way of think-
ing: everyone else just needs to get out of the way, and 
let the real scientists, like himself, get to work. They 
would have these questions sorted out in no time. His 
swashbuckling The God Delusion sweeps to one side 
‘dyed-in-the-wool faith-heads’, who are ‘immune to argu-
ment’. Belief in God is just for those who are mad, bad or 
sad. Science has all the answers — and God isn’t even 
on the short-list. Only science-hating idiots think other-
wise. End of discussion. 
 
For Dawkins, things are dazzlingly simple. There is a 
cosmic battle taking place between reason (represented 
by science) and superstition (represented by religion). 
Only one can win — and it’s got to be reason. Scientists 
who profess religious belief are appeasers, representing 
the ‘Neville Chamberlain’ school. You can’t be reason-
able and religious. It’s one or the other — science or 
faith in God. Scientists who believe in God are therefore 
fifth columnists, traitors either to science or religion. 
 
This quick fix is ideal for those who like glossy, superfi-
cial spins on complex questions. But in the real world, 
things turn out not to be quite that simple. Two other in-
teresting books appeared in the same year as 
Dawkins’s. Owen Gingerich, Harvard University’s distin-
guished astronomer, published God’s Universe. Francis 
Collins, director of the Human Genome Project, brought 
out The Language of God. Both these scientists, with a 
long track record of peer-reviewed publications, made 
the case for belief in God as the best and most satisfying 
explanation of the way things are. 
 
So what are we to make of this? Perhaps Gingerich and 
Collins aren’t real scientists at all. Maybe they are ma-
nipulative religious charlatans who are just pretending to 
be scientists to garner support for their mad ideas. Or 
they might be well-meaning people who have been de-
luded into belief by that bullying ‘psychotic delin-
quent’ (that’s Dawkins-speak for God, by the way). 
These answers might persuade some ‘dyed-in-the-wool 
faith-heads’ of the atheist variety. But most thinking peo-
ple, atheist or otherwise, will regard them as highly im-
plausible. It is worth reminding ourselves that the hall-
mark of intelligence is not whether one believes in God 
or not, but the quality of the processes that underlie 
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the best antidotes against the ideological fanaticism that 
The God Delusion manages to deride and represent at 
one and the same time. 
 
Alister McGrath is Professor of Historical Theology at Oxford 
University. His book The Dawkins Delusion? Atheist Funda-
mentalism and the Denial of the Divine, written with Joanna 
Collicutt McGrath, is published by SPCK at £7.99 
 
From The Times 
February 12, 2007 
 
‘My critics are wrong to call me dogmatic’, says Dawkins 
 
Sir, Alister McGrath (Faith, Feb 10) has now published 
two books with my name in the title. If I seem ’grumpy’, 
could it be because a professor of theology is building a 
career riding on my back? It is tempting to quote Yeats 
(‘Was there ever dog that praised his fleas?’) and leave it 
at that. I will, however, dignify his article with a brief re-
ply. 
 
McGrath imagines that I would disagree with my hero Sir 
Peter Medawar on The Limits of Science. On the con-
trary. I never tire of emphasising how much we don’t 
know. The God Delusion ends in just such a theme. 
Where do the laws of physics come from? How did the 
universe begin? Scientists are working on these deep 
problems, honestly and patiently. Eventually they may be 
solved. Or they may be insoluble. We don’t know. 
But whereas I and other scientists are humble enough to 
say we don’t know, what of theologians like McGrath?  
 
He knows. He’s signed up to the Nicene Creed. The uni-
verse was created by a very particular supernatural intel-
ligence who is actually three in one. Not four, not two, 
but three. Christian doctrine is remarkably specific: not 
only with cut-and-dried answers to the deep problems of 
the universe and life, but about the divinity of Jesus, 
about sin and redemption, heaven and hell, prayer and 
absolute morality. And yet McGrath has the almighty gall 
to accuse me of a ‘glossy’, ‘quick fix’, naive faith that sci-
ence has all the answers. 
 
Other theologies contradict the Christian creed while 
matching it for brash overconfidence based on zero evi-
dence. McGrath presumably rejects the polytheism of 
the Hindus, Olympians and Vikings. He does not sub-

scribe to voodoo, or to any of thousands of mutually con-
tradictory tribal beliefs. Is McGrath an ‘ideological fanatic’ 
because he doesn’t believe in Thor’s hammer? Of 
course not. Why, then, does he suggest I am exactly that 
because I see no reason to believe in the particular God 
whose existence he, lacking both evidence and humility, 
positively asserts? 
 
Richard Dawkins, FRS, Charles Simonyi Professor of the 
Public Understanding of Science, University of Oxford 
 
 
The Times 13/2/07 
 
Dawkins delusion 
Sir, Richard Dawkins (letter 12 Feb) accuses his Oxford 
colleague Professor Alister McGrath of arrogance and of 
‘building a career’ upon his back, while comparing him 
with a flea. Professor Dawkins should perhaps allow for 
the possibility that those of us who disagree with him do 
so because we actually disagree with him, rather than 
because we want to build careers on his back. 
 
McGrath built his career as a scientist and theologian 
long before he ever wrote about Dawkins. He is qualified 
to comment on the relationship between religion and sci-
ence because not only is he a theology professor, he 
also has a PhD in biology. Dawkins, on the other hand, 
while being a brilliant scientist, has no understanding of 
theology and covers for this by declaring that theology is 
not even an academic discipline. 
 
It is clear that Dawkins is using his post as Charles Si-
monyi Professor of the Public Understanding of Science 
not to promote science, but rather his own atheistic ma-
terialist  philosophy. Using the language he does in his 
letter does not advance his cause, and indeed makes 
him sound like a self-important and petulant fundamen-
talist whose only resort to those who disagree with him is 
mockery and accusation. 
 
The Rev David A. Robertson, Dundee.  
 

McGrath email list 
For those interested in discussing the scientific and other 
theology of Alister McGrath, I have started a Yahoo 
group, alister_mcgrath@groups.yahoo.com. The home-
page is http://groups.yahoo.com/groups/alister_mcgrath. 
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The Language of God: 2 views 
damentally flawed claims about the natural world’. ‘To 
adhere to the faith of their childhood, they are required to 
reject a broad and rigorous body of scientific data, effec-
tively committing intellectual suicide.’  So they turn away 
from faith with its anti-scientific baggage in order to opt 
for truth. Collins does not labour the point beyond ‘A 
Plea for Reason’ lovingly addressed to ‘the evangelical 
Christian church’, but he supports the view that this will 
progressively debilitate many of those parts of the US 
church which are not already spiritually compromised in 
other ways, espousing gay ordination etc. The story is all 
too familiar, but I get more upset every time I am re-
minded of it. 

Intelligent Design is dealt with well, as a modern mani-
festation of ‘God of the Gaps’ —’ID portrays the Almighty 
as a clumsy Creator’. Dembski is quoted as saying that if 
advances in scientific knowledge close the gaps, ID is 
finished. Collins concludes that ‘this outcome is already 
at hand’. All the iconic 'irreducible complexities' have 
been reduced! 

His chapter on theistic evolution, or BioLogos as he pre-
fers to call it so as to de-emphasise evolution, is sound 
but sad. He suggests that though most scientists who 
are Christians (understanding God as sovereign Creator) 
line up there they will not speak out (as he didn't until re-
cently), while hardly any theologians are familiar enough 
with biological science to do so either. So while he as-
serts this position as being intellectually rigorous and al-
lowing science and faith to be mutually supportive, it is 
largely unknown in main street and high school USA. 
Most Americans know of only YEC or ID as Christian po-
sitions, and he quotes a frightening 45% as supporting 
YEC. But the background and partial explanation of this 
is that aggressive atheism has captured the idea of evo-
lution, with YEC and ID advocates contributing to its 
stigma. Richard Dawkins gets a serve earlier in the book. 

Is it possible to conceive of high-level transdenomina-
tional attention being given to addressing this problem?  
Something like the Council of Nicea in 325AD?  The doc-
trine of creation has never been so obviously relevant to 
human stewardship of Earth and its resources as today, 
and nor has science —through medicine, IT, engineer-
ing, and now meteorology — been so central to human 
wellbeing and the aspirations of 6.5 billion of us. Nor has 
the whole of western civilisation relying on science been 
under so much threat from mindless fundamentalism. Is 
a consensus on hermeneutics and epistemology (not to 

ISSUE 52 

The Language of God by Francis S Collins, 
2006, Free Press, New York, 294 pp. (USD 
26.00 on flap, 15.60 on Amazon)  ISBN 0-
7432-8639-1 
 
Ian Hore-Lacy 
 
This is an excellent book on science-faith issues for the 
layman, written by the head of the Human Genome Pro-
ject. Subtitle is A Scientist Presents Evidence for Belief, 
and this is the angle of approach, starting with the au-
thor's own journey from atheism in his mid 20s, influ-
enced by his growing perception of a Moral Law and by 
C S Lewis. His transition from maths and physical chem-
istry to medicine and genetics was a corollary of this. 

Some of the reasons for belief he presents are particu-
larly interesting in the light of his autobiographical frame-
work — ‘The Big Bang cries out for a divine explanation’, 
‘The chance that all these [15 physical] constants would 
take on the values necessary to result in a stable uni-
verse capable of sustaining complex life forms is almost 
infinitesimal’, which leads him to cogent reasons for a 
faith position. 

His account of the role of DNA (‘God's instruction book’) 
and leading on through the Human Genome Project is 
fascinating. In this context we get to Darwin and biologi-
cal evolution, which is very well and strongly handled. 
Dobzhansky is quoted with approval: ‘Nothing in biology 
makes sense except in the light of evolution’. 

The third part of the book is a more traditional coverage 
of the relationship between science and faith, notable for 
being North American and a little more outspoken than I 
am used to. On Creationism Collins is forthright: ‘Can 
faith in a loving God be built on a foundation of lies about 
nature?’. Showing that the only plausible understanding 
of what comes from certain quarters is that God is the 
great deceiver, he suggests that ‘by any reasonable 
standard, Young Earth Creationism (YEC) has reached a 
point of intellectual bankruptcy both in its science and its 
theology’. 

The outcome of this is that ‘By sending a message to 
young people that science is dangerous, and that pursu-
ing science may well mean rejecting religious faith, YEC 
may be depriving science of some of its most promising 
future talents’. But it ‘does even more damage to faith, 
by demanding that belief in God requires assent to fun-
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The Language of God: 2 views 
events. Two years before Collins wrote the foreword to a 
similar book on science and faith by Darrel Falk called 
Coming to Peace with Science. Both writers are con-
cerned about the growing gap between Christian knowl-
edge and scientific knowledge which is being pushed by 
elements of conservative evangelicalism and by ele-
ments of doctrinaire scientific atheism (what a fascinat-
ing collusion!) Collins evaluates four alternative ways of 
relating science to faith. He rejects atheism and agnosti-
cism (where science trumps faith), young-earth creation-
ism (where faith trumps science), Intelligent and Design 
(where science needs divine help) in favour of a har-
mony between science and faith he calls bioLogos. He is 
thoughtful and respectful of each of the other views, but 
gives his careful Christian and scientific opinion on the 
weaknesses and limitations of atheism, agnosticism, 
Creationism and Intelligent Design (ID).  
 
From his perspective ID arose out of flawed logic. Evolu-
tion does not promote atheism, irreducible complexity is 
reducible and can be simplified, and one does not need 
to invoke a Designer as a scientific mechanism. Further 
Collins claims that ID invokes a ‘God of the gaps’ which 
is a slippery place to stand. With the rejection of ID by 
the lawsuit in Dover Pennsylvania in 2005, ID is probably 
on the way out as a meaningful theory. As a theistic evo-
lutionist, Collins believes that the truths of nature and the 
truths of Scripture cannot be in conflict, since God is the 
author of both.  
 
Collins concludes his book with an exhortation to believ-
ers to promote a harmony between faith and science and 
for scientists to consider seriously a spiritual worldview 
as it is indescribably enriching. Like his colleague, Dar-
rell Falk, he calls for peace between science and faith. 
Such peace is neither intellectually nor spiritually dishon-
est. Their books join a growing literature promoting such 
a harmony.  
 
Both Falk’s and Collins’ books would have benefited 
from one of the earliest books in this area, namely Ber-
nard Ramm’s influential book The Christian view of sci-
ence and Scripture. Ramm describes four principles of 
Biblical interpretation, namely that the Bible speaks 
popularly, phenomenologically, without an underlying 
scientific theory and within the culture of the times. 
These principles have been successfully applied by Dr 
John Thompson’s very influential Genesis 1-3 Science? 
History? Theology? This paper is published on the IS-
CAST website at http://iscast.org.au/pdf/JATGen1-3.pdf. 
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mention eschatology) related to Creation and how we 
manage it conceivable? 

A 37-page Appendix on Bioethics and an index are in-
cluded. The Bioethics helpfully touches upon medical 
genetics, stem cells and cloning (with positive view of 
SCNT/ therapeutic cloning), heritability of traits and se-
lection for them. 

 

Collins FS. The language of God: a scientist 
presents evidence for belief. Free Press New 
York. 2006. 294pp.  
 

Alan Gijsbers 
 
Francis Collins, a medical geneticist, has been the head 
of the successful human genome project for many years. 
He is therefore one of the leading medical scientists in 
the world. The sequencing of the whole human genome 
is a tribute to his leadership and the cooperation of many 
researchers throughout the world. It is also a triumph of 
health as public knowledge over knowledge as a com-
mercial entity. In his interview with Phillip Adams on Ra-
dio National, Collins comes across as very reasonable 
and very personable. His book is likewise an attractive 
blend of personal story, science accessibly explained, 
his journey of faith, the science-religion dialogue and 
ethics about the human genome. He is a master of his 
subject, but has the ability to make it accessible to the 
layperson.  
 
Collins grew up an atheist and a scientist. However in 
clinical practice he found he did not have the personal 
resources to deal with the deeper issues patients often 
challenge their doctors with. His quest for answers led 
him to CS Lewis’ Mere Christianity and the Moral Law 
that both Lewis and Collins believe lie at the root of the 
universe. Finding God was a disquietening discovery, for 
how could, he with all his flaws, meet a holy God?  About 
a year later, and after a lot of searching Collins surren-
dered to Jesus Christ as Lord and Saviour. He tells his 
story because it is his story, neither out of arrogance nor 
out of a desire to proselytise, but to encourage others to 
go on their own journey to faith, confident that God, 
since he is real, will assist.  
 
Collins spends a good part of his book defending ortho-
dox science, that is, the origin of the earth, the age of the 
earth, the discoveries of DNA, the development of life 
and how he as a Christian finds the hand of God in these 
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Book reviews 
□    Evolving Creation by Graeme Findlay of University 

of Auckland celebrating ‘the essential compatibility 
between natural science and Christian theology’. 
                                                          $10 

□    Genesis1 – 3 Science? History? Theology? by  
Dr J A Thompson formerly of Melbourne University. 
This classic Tyndale Lecture was given in 1966 and 
is still on ISCAST’s ‘best seller’ list. It is now avail-
able in booklet form.                           $3 

□    Notes on Science and Christian Belief  edited by 
Prof. Allan J Day. These are the notes Professor 
Day produced for his Ridley College course on sci-
ence and faith and are available in hardcopy 
                                                          $20 

□    Collected Papers by Prof. Allan J Day. Professor 
Day has produced many papers on issues relating to 
science and faith. These have been compiled into 
this collection.                                    $20 

□    Also available is a printed version of Professor 
George Ellis’ lecture to the Friends of the Church of 
St John the Baptist, Canberra on Sunday 17 July 
2005 on Science and Religion. This is available 
free of charge or make a donation to the work of  
ISCAST. 

 

Contact Details: 

Name: …………………………………………………. 

Address: ……………………………………………… 

Phone number: …………………………………………. 

Email address: …………………………………………. 

Please indicate the number of each booklet you require, 
provide your contact details and send this form (or a 

photocopy) to ISCAST, c/-Stockdale ACS,  
300 Huntingdale Rd, Huntingdale, Victoria 3166  
or email vic@iscast.org.au or phone 03 9535 7045.  

An additional cost of $2.50 for every two articles for  
postage and handling will also be applied.  

Please make cheques payable to ISCAST Limited Vic. 
You may also contact us to arrange EFT payments. 

 

 

As both authors say, a thoughtful and accurate interpre-
tation of the early chapters of Genesis is central to the 
science-faith discussion. Thompson’s contribution en-
hances their position and both authors would have bene-
fited from knowing it. 
 
Collins adds a very useful appendix to his book entitled 
The moral practice of science and medicine: Bioethics, 
dealing with the ethical issues of the human genome 
project and stem cell research. He fairly sets out the pros 
and cons of stem cell research. In doing so the position 
on stem cells is not as cut and dried as some of our con-
servative colleagues would like it to be. However he 
hopes that somatic cell nuclear transfer (SCNT) will pro-
vide the cells necessary to treat any of a range of ill-
nesses currently claimed to need stem cells. He finally 
concludes, ‘Difficult decisions arise when a conflict ap-
pears between the mandate to heal and moral obligation 
to do no harm. But we have no alternative but to face 
those dilemmas head-on, attempt to understand all the 
nuances, include the perspectives of all the stake-
holders, and try to reach a consensus. The need to suc-
ceed at these endeavors is just one more compelling 
reason why the current battles between the scientific and 
spiritual worldviews need to be resolved – we desper-
ately need both voices to be at the table, and not shout-
ing at each other’. Amen and amen.  
 
 
Some Booklets Available from ISCAST 

 
The following booklets exploring issues arising out of the 
interface between science and faith are available for 
sale: 
 
□    A Seamless Web a collection of pieces by promi-

nent scientists and thinkers on aspects of the inter-
face between science and faith. Edited by  
Dr Graeme Findlay                             $15 

□    God Created the Heavens and the Earth by  
Donald Nield, Associate Professor of Engineering 
Science at the University of Auckland, NZ where he 
presents ‘science from a Christian perspective’.
                                                           $10 

□    Gods Books: Genetics & Genesis by Graeme 
Findlay of University of Auckland in which he ex-
plores the compatibility of science with the Christian 
faith.                                                   $10 
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Biography – because scientists are people too! 

THE ISCAST BULLETIN 

Name 
Helen Joynt 
 
When & how I became a Christian: 
 
I was born in China where my parents were missionaries 
with the China Inland Mission, and I grew up in a 
strongly evangelical Christian home. It never occurred to 
me that I would NOT believe in Jesus! Scripture Union 
was and continues to be an important influence in the 
development of my faith and understanding of the Scrip-
tures. 
 
Science/faith interests:  
Occupation/science interests: 
 
When my family returned to Australia 
in 1951—missionaries having been 
expelled from China, and the CIM be-
ing temporarily without its mission 
field—my father took up science and 
maths teaching for which he had 
trained prior to going to China. I must 
have inherited his interests since I too found my interests 
and success at school in science and maths. My family 
was strongly evangelical, and I don’t remember ques-
tions regarding science and faith being discussed at 
home. Something must have rubbed off from some-
where, however, since I remember in high school ques-
tioning the biology teacher about her opinion regarding 
evolution, and being pleased that she dismissed it out of 
hand! I still had a lot to learn! 
 
I took a science degree at Melbourne University, major-
ing in Physics (and briefly nurtured the pipedream that I 
might go into research in astrophysics), before going on 
to Education.  
 
While at the university, I joined the Evangelical Union 
through which my Christian faith matured. I first explored 
issues of science and faith in an EU Science Faculty Bi-
ble study led by Bill Clarke in an atmosphere of intellec-
tual and spiritual honesty. Questions of biblical interpre-
tation arose and I found that it was possible to trust in 
God and the authority of Scripture without needing to 
read Genesis 1 as a diary of the first week of the uni-
verse. (So I was spared the anguish that Professor  
Darrel Falk went through in his journey through the  

science/faith minefield.) 
 
This awareness of science/faith issues grew through the 
IVF Grads Fellowship Research Scientists’ Christian Fel-
lowship (RSCF) and through reading books such as Ber-
nard Ramm’s The Christian view of science and Scrip-
ture. I taught Physics and Maths for a few years before 
entering Bible College where I completed a theology de-
gree, and was privileged to learn Hebrew and important 
principles of biblical interpretation from Dr John  
Thompson, who became a lifelong friend and mentor. In 
fact, under his supervision, I returned to Melbourne Uni-
versity to pursue postgraduate studies, gaining an MA 
and PhD in biblical areas through the Department of Mid-

dle Eastern Studies.  
 
During this time, science/faith ques-
tions took a back seat in my reading 
and thinking, but it was always a con-
cern for me that unthinking assertions 
about Scripture by those without sci-
entific and theological training could 
put a barrier to faith in the way of 

those outside the church. 
 
Marriage to Robert (a scientist working in air quality stud-
ies) and motherhood followed, filling my life with a differ-
ent but equally absorbing kind of fulfillment and meaning 
(while losing one sophisticated word from my vocabulary 
each day!). There were many challenges (including ini-
tiation to the world of disability — our younger daughter 
was born with Down Syndrome). 
 
I became a volunteer Christian Religious Education 
teacher in the local government primary school for 
twenty odd years, and eventually returned to the paid 
workforce via teaching and then in curriculum develop-
ment and writing for the Council for Christian Education 
in Schools. It was here that the importance of thinking 
carefully and honestly about science/faith issues became 
part of my professional development and work. How 
should CRE lessons relating to the belief in God as 
Creator be written for teachers from a broad spectrum of 
theological backgrounds? How could this be done with-
out introducing a source of disunity in the church and 
without encouraging people to retain an unthinking atti-
tude to biblical interpretation? 

 

 
I found that it was possible to trust in 
God and the authority of Scripture 

without needing to read Genesis 1 as 
a diary of the first week of the uni-

verse.  
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How ISCAST helps you: 
 
Although the RSCF disappeared, its successor, ISCAST, 
began to grow in strength. When the first COSAC (1997) 
was run, I was delighted to attend, and to hear eminent 
scientists of Christian faith discussing the meaning of 
Scripture in relation to current scientific understandings 
about the nature of the universe. I continued to attend 
the Victorian ISCAST gatherings run by Professor Allan 
Day in his home, and was glad to be able to give some-
thing back by helping to organize the following COSAC 
(1999). After that conference, I was invited to take on an 
organizational role within ISCAST Victoria, a position 
which I held for five years. Each COSAC and every  
ISCAST event I attended has given me more to think 
about and has helped to form my thinking on science/
faith issues. But perhaps the best part has been meeting 
and having fellowship with men and women of science 
who have strong Christian faith and take the Bible seri-
ously. It is heartwarming to be among thinking people 
who are ruled by love and grace as they speak with 
those who have strongly divergent opinions.  
 
I continue to have a role in ISCAST in relation to the 
Online Journal on the ISCAST website. 
 

Helen Joynt, Wattle Glen, Victoria 

 

Call for papers: Colloquium 
2007 
Colloquium, the refereed journal for theology in New 

Zealand and Australia. is hoping to have a themed is-
sue in November 2007 on the following issue. I circu-
late this in the hopes that some of you might like to 
submit a paper. Many thanks, Nicola.  
Paper submissions, to me at nicolahc@bcnz.ac.nz . 
 
Call for papers  
Theological, historical and philosophical reflections on 
animals. Including, but not limited to: What repercus-
sions does the chimp genome have for our understand-
ing of ourselves, our origins and imago dei? How do 
new anthropological studies, especially the notion of 
culture in primates, and new evolutionary understand-
ings impact our sense of what is distinctive in human-
ity? What significance is there in the history of our un-
derstanding of the religious status of animals? Does 
Sheldrake's notion of extended mind, or of morphic 
fields relate to our understanding of human or animal 
self? What ethical repercussions emerge from this and 
related conversations.  
 
Deadlines 
Abstract: End of February 
Paper: Beginning of May 
Manuscript length ~5000 words 
 
The website of the journal is wwwsoc.murdoch.edu.au/
anzsts/home.html 
 

Call for contributions:  
ISCAST Bulletin 
 
The Bulletin is only as good as its contributions (to say 
nothing of its excellent layout!) and to borrow from US 
Army recruitment drives Uncle Mick Needs You. I am 
looking for biographies, book reviews, local chapter re-
ports, reviews of the latest science/theology literature, 
anything really (well, almost anything). 
 
The deadline for the Autumn edition will be April 14th, 
but contributions before that date will allow me to get it 
out as soon as possible after that date (layout, editing 
and off to my proof reader—this issue’s featured  
ISCASTian).  
 
It is important to know what people are thinking and 
doing, so drop me a line and I will try and put it in. 

Ed. 
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COSAC 2007 
What is Real?  

Conversations in  
Science and  
Christianity 

 

28–30 September 

 

Main speaker:  
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