"Hopethat is seen isnot hope; for why does someone still hope for what he sees?"

(Rom.8: 24)

+ Lecture4: Modernism, " In sciencewe trust" +

I) The M oder nist approach to Chrigtianity:

Moderniam, in theology is an attempt to reinterpret Christian doctrinesin term of
the scientific thought. The Modernigts treat the prophecies and miracles of Holy
Scriptures as poetica imaginings. They regect anything that is not supported by scientific
dataor proof. Modernists tend to deny the objective vaue of traditiona beliefs and to
regard some dogmeas of the Church as symboalic rather than literdly true.

Eventslike the flood, The partition of the Red Sea, Jonah in the blly of the fish,
and the burning of Sodom and Gomorra are regarded as fictions and symbolic stories that
didn't redlly occur. The effectiveness of Sacraments is questioned, |cons are mere
paintings on wood, miracles are myths and e usions, and even the resurrection of Christ is
becoming a debatable matter.

+ Comment:

It isimportant to emphasis that the discussion of Modernism does not mean that
the Church is rgecting anything ‘modern’ or that scienceis evil, Modernism isbasicdly a
restating of these words; "Unless| seein His hand the print of the nails, and put my
finger into the print of the nails, and put my hand into Hissde, | will not beieve" (In.20:
25)

I1) The Limitations of Science: (By Nick Pollard, a Religious Scientist)

There is no doubt that science has given us agreet ded. We waich TV, use
videos, drive cars, and fly in planes. If we get Sck we take antibiotics, fit hip
replacements or ingtdl pacemakers. It's very tempting for us to think that science must be
able to provide the answer to life, the universe and everything. However, we need to be
clear about the limitations of science. When we come to the most important questionsin
life, scientists can only provide very limited answers.

Scienceis useful for answering the 'how? questions, describing how things work.
What science can't do is answer the 'why? questions - it can't explain why things are as
they are. Let me give you afew examplesto illustrate what | mean. Think of Isaac
Newton sitting undernegth the apple tree. He gets hit on the head by an gpple and thinks
to himsdf, "Aha! Gravity!" Now we may be tempted to think that he explained why the
goplefel. He didn't. Scientists still can't tell us why the apple fell. 1saac Newton's greet
achievement was to describe how it fdl. What he said was that the mathematicd formula
that describes how the gpple fell (the inverse square law) aso describes the attraction
between any lumps of matter. He described how this happens - he didn't explain why.

Let's take another example. Why are you breething? A scientist could describe
how you are bresthing. If he hadn't given the problem much thought he might fed he was
answering the why question by saying '‘Because your muscles are lifting your rib cage,
creeting a negative pressure in your chest and drawing in air'. But why, | would then ask,
are the muscles doing this? 'Because araised partia pressure of carbon dioxidein the
blood circulaing through your brain resultsin the activation of nerves which simulate
our muscles. Well why isthat? 'Because your cells are producing carbon dioxide. But
why is that? 'Because of the action of intracelular enzymes." But why is that? 'Because




the enzymes are coded by a DNA template. And why isthat? Why? Why? Do you see
that we could keep asking ‘why? because what the scientist is actually doing is not
explaining why but describing 'how'.

I11) Seeing is NOT believing:

Many people say 'seeing is believing' but this statement is far from being accurate.
Faith is defined in the Epigtle to the Hebrews as being "the substance of things hoped for,
the evidence of things not seen* (Heb.11: 1), St. Paul wonders, "Why does one till hope
for what he sees?’ (Rom.8: 24), he dso said, "For we walk by faith, not by sght”
(2Corinth.5: 7). 1t was said that the devil gppeared to a monk while he was praying and
told him, 'l am Christ your Lord'. The monk quickly covered his eyes saying, 'l don't want
to see Chrigt while | 'm il in the flesh'. The devil couldn't endure the wisdom and
humility of this monk who wanted to live by faith and not by sight.

Through faith we are actudly seeing the invisble as S. Paul; explains, "we do not
look at the things which are seen, but at the things which are not seen. For the things
which are seen are temporary, but the things which are not seen are eternd” (2Corinth.4:
18). Indeed "blessed are those who have not seen and yet have believed" (In.20: 29).

V) The press machine:

Pope Cyrl 1V (1854-1861), the father of renaissance in the Coptic Church, bought
aprinting press from Audria. When the machine arrived in Cairo the Pope wasin the
Monastery of St. Anthony so His Holiness ordered that the machine would be paraded
from the rallway dtation to the Petriarchate with great ceremony and Church hymns.
Many criticized the Pope for doing that and His Holiness reply to them was, "If | were
present, | would have legped in front of this machine the same way David legped in front
of the Ark of the Covenant™. The people who criticized the Pope looked at the printing
mechine and saw metd, ink, and letters. But His Holiness saw in thismachine a
generation of educated young men and women, a generation of educated monks and
nuns, a generation of educated priests and bishops who will be taking the Coptic Church
into the next century. If you examine this machine today in the lab the conclusion of this
examination could be'lt's a piece of junk'.

Smilarly, modernists will look at an icon and see mere painting on wood but we
look at the sameicon and see alife of asaint that was blessed by the grace of God, we
see aliving tesimony of the faith, we smply see heaven itsdf. Now can you cometo this
conclusion in the lab? What will alab experiment tell you about the Bible? Just a book!
But isthe bible redly just abook or isit light to our steps and life to our souls?

What about the Sacraments, which are visble form of an invisible grace, according to
modernists they are mere symbols for who can prove in the lab that the water of Baptism
is capable of rebirth and forgiveness of Sns? Who can examine the Eucharist under a
microscope and see blood cdlls and muscle cells?

Those who try to subject the matters of faith to the power of human reason and
scientific research congder ‘faith' a gn of foolishness. We will not disagree for it is
written, "It pleased God through the foolishness of the message preached to save those
who bdlieve' (1Corinth.1: 21).
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A 'History of the Coptic Church' by Fr. Manasseh Y ohana.



