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The Theory of Evolution

by Alex Newman

ISTANBUL, Turkey—Did you come from slime and monkeys? Not according to scientists here. A collection of
prestigious academics and experts from around the world, representing various disciplines, came together in late April
to challenge what many described as a “lie” or a “hoax.” This ruse, they said, has underpinned all manner of evils since
it first gained widespread acceptance. From communism and national socialism to terrorism, atheism, and eugenics, this
theory has been crucial to propagating countless curses and scourges that have afflicted humanity for centuries, they ar-
gued.

The Enemy: The theory of evolution. Each speaker at the 3rd International Conference on the Origin of Life in Is-
tanbul had his or her own specialty. They had varied religions, too, ranging from evangelical Christians, Catholics, and
Mormons to Muslims and more generic deist-monotheists. But they all agreed on one point: A growing battery of scien-
tific evidence debunks the evolution hypothesis, which some in attendance even compared to a powerful false religion.

The scientific conference, put on by the Turkish Technics and Science Research Foundation along with the Founda-
tion for the Preservation of National Values and the National Values Foundation, has played a major role in undermining
trust in the evolutionary worldview within Turkey. In fact, Turkey is now one of the most anti-evolution nations in the
world, with the government announcing last year that the controversial theory would no longer be pushed on students in
primary and secondary schools.

Already, the efforts to use science against the evolution theory are bearing fruit across the Islamic world and beyond.
Now, conference organizers and speakers are hoping that their efforts will have an effect across the West, too. “We share
a language that declares Almighty God created the universe from nothing,” said Adnan Oktar, the honorary president of
the conference and one of the world’s leading Muslim creationists. “We thank the speakers who traveled thousands of
kilometers from their homes to come here and expose the dictatorship of Darwin.”

This article will provide a very brief sketch of what the experts at the conference had to say. The purpose is to present
the other side—the side those who get all of their information from the media or the government’s schools may not even
know exists, at least within the scientific community. On the other hand, this piece is by no means definitive or compre-
hensive. Readers, particularly those who may never have been exposed to scientific anti-evolution arguments, are invited
to consider what the experts have to say, and, if the article piques an interest, to explore further.

Biochemist Touts God’s Design of Human Genome

Biochemist Dr. Fazale “Fuz” Rana, vice president of research and apologetics at Reasons to Believe, a Christian orga-
nization that uses science to promote its views on creation, gave a fascinating talk on “The Human Genome: Encoded by
Design.” From the start, he argued that scientific evidence points to the existence of God, and “undermines the evolution-
ary paradigm.” His speech emphasized God’s programming language used in DNA, and he made a powerful case. One
point in particular he focused on was the incredible complexity of the chemistry and the biological systems of a cell, and
how everything must work perfectly together for it to function.

“As a Christian and a scientist, [ am convinced that nature provides evidence for God’s handiwork,” he explained, cit-
ing the book of Job and the growing scientific evidence supporting Creation. “And yet, when presented with compelling
evidence for design that comes from biology, so many skeptics reject the evidence—and with this rejection, they reject
belief in God.”

Rana, who in addition to authoring numerous scientific papers wrote the book The Cell’s Design: How Chemistry
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Reveals the Creator's Artistry, focused in particular on
the design of the human genome. The sequence of it,
he argued, is the language God used to create man-
kind. Even then-President Bill Clinton, hardly a para-
gon of religious ideals, described the human genome
sequence as “the language in which God created life”
in 2000 as more was being learned.

Contrary to earlier beliefs among scientists that
much of the DNA sequence was useless “junk”—an ar-
gument used by evolutionists for years—the latest dis-
coveries show it has a purpose. The ENCODE project,
short for the Encyclopedia of DNA Elements, which
helped decipher the purpose of the genes, was crucial
to exposing the “junk DNA” fallacy. “The set of genes
found in the human genome are like words used in the
dictionary,” added Rana, who converted to Christian-
ity from Islam. “It’s not a wasteland of junk, but an
elegant biochemical system that is far more complex
than we initially imagined.”

Citing the growing understanding of the genome,
the biochemist closed with Psalm 139, in which David
writes: “I praise you because | am fearfully and won-
derfully made; your works are wonderful, I know that
full well.”

Physicist on Design Principles in Biology

Another scientist who focused on the scientific evi-
dence of creation was Dr. David Snoke, a professor of
physics at the University of Pittsburgh and the head of
the Christian Scientific Society. In his speech, “How
biologists are already widely using intelligent design
principles . . . and why their explanations for this are
problematic,” Snoke argued that scientists all over the
world rely on the assumption that biological systems
are designed—even if they refuse to accept the logi-
cal implications, namely, that a brilliant Creator did
the designing. “The whole universe looks like it is de-
signed and has purpose,” he said.

To begin with, he used the analogy of a microchip
given to an engineer, who was tasked with reverse en-
gineering it. The engineer would only have two op-
tions to explain its origins: Either it was designed by a
master engineer, or it was randomly created by chance
after many attempts. “It is assumed that living systems
are optimally designed,” he explained, noting that en-
gineering principles today are common in biology. The
scientific literature today is filled with references to
purpose and design, he added.

Information intrinsically implies teleology, or a pur-
pose, he continued. To illustrate his point, he showed

a video representation of DNA’s duplication mechanism
at work, something so complicated it could scarcely be
imagined by a mere mortal. “Imagine in your mind the
dance that God has put into the cell,” said Dr. Snoke.
“This mechanism has to work before natural selection
can do anything, because you have to copy the DNA. All
of this is necessary for life to even exist.”

In a follow-up interview with The New American,
Snoke said many scientists still reject God and Creation
because of “social reasons,” not scientific evidence. Ad-
dressing one of the non-scientific reasons for the rejec-
tion of God—the notion that talk of God would result in
superstition, mysticism, and other perceived problems—
he argued in his speech and the interview that it would do
no such thing. Indeed, in the wake of the Reformation,
the majority of scientists were Christians, he explained.

Among the high-profile Christian scientists were the
founders of modern science. “Newton believed strongly
in God,” said Snoke. “He wrote two books on science
and four on theology.” Other examples included Wil-
liam Harvey, father of modern medicine; Blaise Pascal,
founder of fluid mechanics; G.W. Leibniz, father of cal-
culus; William Thompson (Lord Kelvin), father of ther-
modynamics; Wernher von Braun, father of space travel;
and more.

“All of these scientists are saying that God can be
seen in what He has made,” Snoke concluded, echoing
scripture. Belief in God and that God designed the uni-
verse for a purpose “led people to do very good science.”
Astrophysicist Highlights Uniqueness of Earth

Another prestigious scientist, Dr. Bijan Nemati, an
Iranian-born convert to Christianity who serves as prin-
cipal research scientist at the University of Alabama-
Huntsville, spoke to the audience about “The Pale Blue
Dot Revisited: Appreciating Our Uncommon Place in the
Universe.” While the ruling paradigm in science today
rejects a Creator, this view is inadequate to explain the
evidence and countless questions. “For example, what is
the nature of consciousness?”” asked Nemati, who spent
more than 15 years working at NASA. “What is the ori-
gin of morality? Does it even exist? What about love, or
mercy?”

Nemati told a story that was used by Carl Sagan to
promote his materialist view, about what happened as
NASA’s Voyager 1 spacecraft photographed the solar
system it was leaving. In short, the scientists had trouble
finding Earth. But then, when they did find it, it looked
like a pale blue dot, with Sagan suggesting it was a “de-
lusion” to believe that the Earth, and therefore human-
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ity, had some privileged position in the universe. But
as Nemati explained throughout the rest of his speech,
Earth really is unique, as far as can be determined.

The astrophysicist went through the dizzying array
of criteria needed to conceivably host life on a planet.
It must be terrestrial, it must have water, it must be in
the circumstellar habitable zone (where water can be lig-
uid someplace), it must have a magnetosphere to protect
from cosmic rays, and it must be in a planetary system
within the galactic habitable zone—among other criteria.

Still, in 1960, Francis Drake estimated that there
ought to be a million planetary systems in the galaxy ca-
pable of sending a signal to Earth. “But half a century
later, we know there are many more factors required than
he considered,” said Nemati. “And since the probability
that they all are present for a planet is proportional to the
product of their individual probabilities, a simple calcu-
lation shows that we should not expect to see a single
Earth in a thousand Milky Way-sized galaxies. The Earth
is very rare. This goes directly against the so-called Co-
pernican principle.” Far from being a common, insignifi-
cant speck, then, the Earth is “a very special planet in a
very special place,” Nemati added, citing Psalm 19 and
its assertion that “the Heavens declare the glory of God.”

“There is abundant, solid evidence that the work is
designed, and we can infer as well that God wants us to
study this world and see its design and realize the glory
of its Creator,” he concluded. “So, far from being a mere
blue dot, our planet was not only made for supporting
life, but it was also made to support knowing about the
universe, and extending from that observation, to know,
and be amazed by, its Creator.”

Muslim Brain Surgeon Ridicules Darwinism

Perhaps the most energetic speech came from Dr.
Oktar Babuna, a US-educated neurosurgeon and promi-
nent Islamic creationist who has spoken on the topic all
over the world. While he is a Muslim who believes the
Koran, he called for an alliance between Muslims and
Christians to battle against Marxism and evolutionism.
Separately, he said, Christians and Muslims could be
defeated by Darwin’s adherents. “But together we can
defeat this, and religious morality will prevail,” he said.

Much of his speech was scientific in nature. For ex-
ample, he showed how proteins are synthesized and that
DNA is needed to synthesize proteins. “There have to be
proteins to come into existence,” said Dr. Babuna a na-
tive of Turkey. “A living cell must exist first, then it can
synthesize proteins. This is a fatal blow to Darwinism.”

The fossil record is the second “fatal blow” to Dar-

winism, Babuna argued. “If we evolved, we must have
transitional fossils,” he said, referring to fossils showing
creatures between two different kinds of creatures. “We
have 700 million fossils, and yet there are no transition-
al fossils—not one. The foundation [that organized the
conference] will pay $3 million to anyone who can show
one.” He showed fossils that he said were many millions
of years old or even older, and showed how the creatures
all look exactly the same as the creatures that exist today.

“Science is anti-Marxist, anti-Darwinist, and anti-
materialist,” Babuna said. “Darwinism will definitely
be defeated.” In fact, he predicted the end of Darwinism
within five years as more and more scientists lose their
fear of speaking out and the evidence continues to pile
up. “Science confirms the facts of creation,” he added.
“Chance or coincidence had no role in the creation of the
universe.”

Babuna’s speech also focused on theological argu-
ments, which included many passages from the Islamic
Koran about Creation that bear some similarities to bibli-
cal texts. Both say clearly that God created everything by
speaking, for instance. While he repeatedly referred to
“Prophet” Jesus, he said Islamic scriptures acknowledge
that Jesus had no earthly father and was born of a virgin.
He also gave some examples that Christians would rec-
ognized, such as God’s transformation of Moses’ staff
into a living snake. “God creates from nothing with no
need for natural causes,” he said, adding that God was
not constrained by the laws of nature that He created.

On the other hand, he said evolution is simply based
on lies, and they are not new. “Evolution is a pagan su-
perstition dating back to the ancient Egyptian and Sume-
rians,” Babuna said. “We will see scientifically that evo-
lution is impossible.” Today, Darwinism is “the official
state ideology in almost every country, even in Muslim
countries,” Babuna said, adding that this official ideol-
ogy has unleashed tremendous evil and suffering on hu-
manity.

Theology: Theologian Interprets Genesis

Creationists differ on whether the Earth is billions of
years old, or less than 10,000 years old.

One of the prominent speakers at the summit, South-
eastern Baptist Theological Seminary professor Dr.
Ken Keathley, gave his view in his speech, “The Seven
Days of Genesis One: An Old-Earth Interpretation.” He
believes God created the world and that Darwin was
wrong. The respected theologian, diverging from many
American evangelicals argued that the Bible’s Book of
Genesis should not be understood literally. Instead, he
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said that God more likely created the universe billions
of years ago.

In America, about half of people surveyed say they
believe God created humans in their present form some-
time within the last 10,000 years. That is a common view
among creation scientists and theologians in the United
States, too. Many even argue that to be a creationist and a
Bible-believing Christian, one must accept that the Earth
is less than 10,000 years old. “I would like to respond to
this,” Keathley said, adding that young-Earth creation-
ists are still his “brothers” despite the disagreements.

“Typically we should interpret the Bible literally, un-
less the text provides good reasons not to,” he said, not-
ing that the Bible is “inerrant and has no errors in it at
all.” But in this case, as in others he cited, the director
of the L. Russ Bush Center for Faith and Culture argued
that it is theologically “essential” that Genesis be inter-
preted in non-literal terms, offering a number of argu-
ments. Basically, he said the “days” in Genesis ought to
be understood as “ages.” In a follow-up interview with
The New American, he pointed to the time it takes light
to travel from stars to the Earth as a scientific reason for
his argument.

Other Christians, though, disagree with that idea.
Creation Ministries International (CMI, Australia) man-
aging director Dr. Don Batten, a Ph.D. in plant science,
told The New American that science and theology both
require a young earth. “Jesus believed Genesis was his-
tory and in the biblical (‘young earth’) timeframe (e.g.,
Mark 10:6); so do I,” he said in an e-mail. “Jesus put
the origin of mankind at the beginning of creation. Old-
Earth creationists put it at the end of time. But this is just
one little thing.”

Batten gave a number of additional arguments, and
suggested that the old-Earth view undermines funda-
mental biblical doctrines that are core to the Christian
faith. For example, if the old-Earth view is correct, that
means “God created a world of death, disease, and suffer-
ing,” because that means there are hundreds of millions
of years of rock and fossil records predating Adam and
Eve. God would not have described this as “very good,”
Batten suggested, along with a number of other theologi-
cal arguments. He said a proper understanding of this is
crucial to understanding why Christ had to come.

The creation scientist also said the scientific evi-
dence demands a young-Earth understanding. To back
up his view, he pointed to 101 scientific evidences col-
lected by CMI that support the view that Earth is around
6,000 years old. Among others, he said DNA has been

extracted from fossils that are claimed to be almost half
a billion years old, though DNA would be destroyed if it
were more than a few thousand years old. “I have many
more evidences that I have collected, but ‘101’ has a nice
ring to it,” Dr. Batten said. Most of the speakers at the
conference believed in an old Earth.

Mormon Psychologist on Human Emotions and Ge-
netics

Anna Manja Larcher, who holds a master’s degree
in theoretical psychology from Brigham Young Univer-
sity, highlighted the propensity of psychologists to try
to explain human behaviors using evolutionary theory.
But in her talk, “Beware the Procrustean Bed: Evolution-
ary Explanations of Love and Compassion,” she made a
compelling case that the view is wrong—and totally un-
scientific. The talk was built around the legendary Greek
robber Procrustes, who infamously either stretched his
guests or cut part of their legs off to make them fit in his
bed.

“Genetic explanations of behavior derived from
evolutionary theory have become a Procrustean bed,”
argued Larcher, who wrote a paper on the subject with
BYU Wheatley Institution Director Richard Williams.
“Proponents of these genetic explanations have become
quite expert at stretching and cutting as need be to make
the facts fit the theory.... But the price of preserving ge-
netic explanations of our behavior is too high.”

The effort also relies on logical fallacies—“affirming
the consequent,” in particular—and unscientific specula-
tion. One example she used is the claim that evolution
explains the observed fact that children are more likely
to be abused by step-parents than birth parents. The evo-
lutionary thinking is that, because birth parents want to
perpetuate their genes, then they are more likely to care-
fully protect and love their natural child. Of course, cor-
relation doesn’t equal causation. Increased rates of abuse
in step families could be caused as well by the stresses
of a second marriage and the same problems that led to
the break up of the birth family carrying on into the step
family. As she says, “There is no scientific test that could
possibly separate evolutionary causes from the host of
social and personal causes of this sort of child abuse.”

The moral implications of the evolution view are
troubling, too. “When such genetic explanations are
applied to human and family relationships, the conse-
quence is the loss of our very humanity, and, even more
importantly, beyond that, it means the loss of our divine,
God given, eternal identity,” said Larcher, a Mormon
from Germany who received her advance degrees at US
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universities. “Without agency and responsibility, there
i1s no humanity and no divine identity in our lives. We
become mere marionettes.” Even love, compassion, and
other human emotions become meaningless, she said, ar-
guing that this, in and of itself, is enough reason to reject
evolutionism.

But evolution will not die easily. “Unfortunately, a
story that has become as popular as evolution has be-
come often takes on a life of its own,” the psychologist
and business owner concluded. “Before long, its very
popularity convinces many that there is no alternative
explanation of our behavior.” Even still, though, “we
should not agree to spend even one night in Procrustes’
bed,” she added.

Sociologist Slams Lies in School Books

Sociologist Fabrizio Fratus, among Italy’s leading
creationists, spent his time attempting to show that lies
and frauds are used to support the evolution theory. “The
theory of evolution unbelievably claims to explain the
genesis of the forms through a series of processes that
all lead to degradation,” he said, speaking in Italian. “All
the verifiable expectations of the theory of evolution
have been dashed, and in Italy, as in many other coun-
tries of the world, Darwin’s theory is presented through
scientific falsification.”

Dr. Fratus, a Catholic whose doctoral thesis focused
on scientific creationism, explained that school books in
his homeland were filled with lies marketing evolution.
Among the examples he used is the “Archaeopteryx,” a
fossil that many evolution theorists claimed represents
a “missing link” or a “transitional fossil”—such fos-
sils should be everywhere if evolution is true—between
birds and reptiles. In reality, he said, it is just a normal
bird, as even some leading evolutionists have conceded.

He gave as another example of a fraud, being used
to promote the theory of evolution to children, the sup-
posed “drawings” of “embryos” by pseudo-scientist
Ernst Haeckel, in which all embryos initially look iden-
tical, but then grow into different species because of
changes in genetic coding caused by evolution—draw-
ings that are now almost universally condemned as
fraudulent, even by diehard evolutionists. Similarly, Ital-
ian textbooks cite “Lucy,” a skeleton that evolutionists
long touted as a “missing link” between apes and hu-
mans but which was actually just a regular ape. Fratus
also slammed “lies” about DNA, saying that to go from
an ape to a human would require some 240 million mu-
tations. “So, the transition from ape to human is to be
considered impossible,” he said.

The prominent Italian creationist also pointed out
that observation and observable facts would show that
evolution cannot happen as imagined. “Genetic muta-
tions never add new information, but, on the contrary,
the result is always a loss of information, as shown by
the work of the geneticist John Sanford from Cornell
University,” he said. “Mutations are the errors in repro-
duction, and the accumulation of errors certainly cannot
create something complex. Natural selection produces
less biodiversity and reduces genetic diversity.... It is
folly to think that a collection of errors could improve a
living organism.”

Philosopher Explores Monotheism and Coexistence

The conference was not all about evolution. With
the world shrinking at a rapid pace, and with civiliza-
tions now in constant contact, the topic of coexistence
among different peoples and faiths was explored by Dr.
Hans Kochler, the retired chairman of the department
of philosophy at Austria’s University of Innsbruck who
now leads the International Progress Organization. In
his speech on “Monotheism and the Meaning of Coexis-
tence: A Philosophical Perspective,” Dr. Kochler began
by stating the obvious fact that humanity is now in an
unprecedented era.

“Anywhere on the globe, the human being is faced
with the simultaneity of different metaphysical concep-
tions and belief systems,” he said. “This diversity ex-
ists under conditions that are increasingly determined
by technology.” Before, communities could retreat, and
seek to isolate themselves. Today, that is no longer pos-
sible. The question now is how to deal with it. In short,
Dr. Kochler advocated dialogue and understanding, and
even cooperation, among the world’s three most signifi-
cant monotheistic faiths.

“If there exists only one God, then this God must be
one and the same for all,” he said. “There cannot be three
different ‘gods’ for Jews, Christians, and Muslims—only
three different perceptions of God or manifestations of
truth in the context of the respective revelation. Aware-
ness of this logically obvious, but nonetheless often ne-
glected, truth can foster a deeper sense of community
among believers and may contribute to religious and
societal peace beyond historical and socio-cultural dif-
ferences.” Of course, plenty of believers in each of those
faiths would disagree, but his speech was well received
nevertheless.

The search for truth can unite people, he continued.
“Endowed with the capacity of self-reflection which can-
not merely be reduced to the physical realm, the human
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being has always striven for the ultimate truth and mean-
ing of life,” he said. “The search for the transcendent has
united thinkers of all civilizations throughout the ages.
. . . In the spirit of ‘unity in diversity,” coexistence be-
tween the monotheistic religions can indeed become the
cornerstone of a lasting order of peace and justice in the
21st century.

The Attendees

The hundreds of attendees in the mostly young, hip
crowd included university students, ambassadors, busi-
ness leaders, political figures, and more. The event fea-
tured beautiful dancing and performance arts. The au-
dience was thoroughly impressed. But impressing the
audience was not the point. Instead, the goal, as pro-
claimed by one of Turkey’s most celebrated TV hosts
who served as master of ceremonies, was to bring down
the “dictatorship of Darwin” and all the evil associated
with it—not just in Turkey, but worldwide.

The theory of evolution has become increasingly dis-
credited in Turkey, with public schools no longer teach-
ing it to young Turks. Adaptation and mutation, which
are observable and well established, are still taught. But
while secularists and evolutionists around the world ex-
pressed outrage over the move to drop evolution in pri-
mary and secondary education, authorities and attendees
at the conference defended the decision.

Even in America, despite evolution being taught in
schools for generations, polls show less than one-third
of Americans identify as (theistic or atheistic) evolu-
tionists. Meanwhile, about half identify as young-Earth
creationists. The number of creationists is growing, too.
All across the country, activists, ministries, churches,
scientists, and conferences are working hard to promote
creationism and debunk evolution. And with the rise of
the Internet and increasing public skepticism about what
is taught in public schools and what is promoted by the
establishment press, evolution theory is likely to come
under growing pressure in the years ahead.

With more and more scientists now debating whether
God created the universe thousands or billions of years
ago, rather than whether He created it at all, this may be
the start of a major paradigm shift. And either way, as
G.K. Chesterton explained, a miracle is still just as mi-

raculous whether it occurred quickly or slowly.
—The New American, June 18, 2018, p. 19-25

Climate “Scientists”
by James Delingpole

Climate scientists are giving science a bad name, says
a leading atmospheric physicist in an essay on the global
warming debate.

Professor Garth Paltridge, formerly a chief scientist
with Australia’s Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial
Research Organization (CSIRO) Division of Atmospher-
ic Research, says that the behavior of certain members
of the climate science establishment is “seriously threat-
ening the public’s perception of the professionalism of
scientists in general.”

Many climate scientists are much less sure about
man-made global warming than they will admit in pub-
lic, he says. But rather than reach out to skeptics in order
to open up the debate and explore the uncertainties, they
have instead closed ranks and rubbished anyone who dis-
agrees with them:

Some of the more vocal of the establishment cli-
mate researchers have fallen into a mode of open
denigration of climate sceptics (“deniers” is the of-
fensive popular terminology of the day). They insist
that only researchers directly within the climate-
change community are capable of giving authorita-
tive advice. They insist that one can find true and
reputable science only in peer-reviewed climate lit-
erature. But most significantly, they seem to have
evolved a policy of deliberately excluding sceptics
from climate-change forums of one sort or another,
and indeed of refusing to take part in any forum
where sceptics may share the podium.

Their high-handedness, Paltridge says, is redolent of
“medieval religion”:

The priests of that time opposed translation of the
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written scriptures from Latin into the local languages.
They believed that only people fully trained in the
theology of the time were capable of interpreting the
scriptures correctly. They believed it would be highly
dangerous to allow non-trained people to have di-
rect access to the word of God because the chances
were high that they would get it wrong. They were
not backward in applying their peculiarly nasty forms
of denigration on those who thought otherwise about
the matter.

But the medieval priests eventually lost the battle. As
will the climate alarmists because the public simply do
not trust them:

The modern equivalent with regard to AGW is
that, despite the claim that 95% or more of climate
scientists support the AGW establishment position,
support for the position among the general public (of
the western nations anyway) is only of the order of
50%. The reputation of climate science, and as a con-
sequence the reputation of science in general, seems
to have lost a good deal of its public gloss.

It is not even certain that climate science qualifies
as an actual science. Being driven by a political agenda
rather than by experimentation and evidence, it is more
akin to post-modernism:

Post-modern science is a counterpart of the rel-
ativist world of post-modern art and design. It is a
much more dangerous beast, where results are valid
only in the context of society’s beliefs, and where the
very existence of scientific truth can be denied. Post-
modern science envisages a sort of political nirvana
in which scientific theory and results can be con-
sciously and legitimately manipulated to suit either
the dictates of political correctness or the policies of
the government of the day. At a more mundane level,
there is little doubt that some players in the climate
research establishment—not many, but enough to
have severely damaged the reputation of climate sci-
entists in general—have stepped across the boundary
of what is generally regarded as acceptable scientific
behavior.

Scientists—even climate scientists, Paltridge gener-
ously argues—are not generally “wicked, idiotic, or eas-
ily suborned.” But they do have to eat, and almost all
the research money right now is available for scientists
pushing the alarmist side of the argument, not the skepti-
cal one. Also, the whole field is mired in such uncertainty
that is quite impossible for anyone—whether skeptic or
alarmist—to prove their position.

Climate research has to rely on spectacularly in-
accurate data for information on Earth’s climate of
more than a century or two ago; it has to rely on
proxy information from tree rings and ice cores and
corals and so on, and abstracting a coherent story
from it all is something of a statistical nightmare.
Even for the most recent century, the huge data sets
of directly measured surface temperatures have their
problems, and the stories that these data tell are re-
vised in one way or another as new ideas about the
correct method of analyzing the data appear on the
scene. Such revisions make for tremendous argu-
ments and competing claims about whether cherry
picking of data has been used to support the predic-
tions of the AGW theoretical models.

Climate science is an example of what Funtow-
icz and Ravetz call ‘post-normal science’ in which
‘the facts are uncertain, values are in dispute, stakes
are high and decisions are urgent.” In such circum-
stances it is virtually impossible to avoid sub-con-
scious cherry picking of data to suit the popular
theory of the time. Even Isaac Newton and Albert
Einstein were not immune from the problem.

It is nonetheless the case that once freed of the bur-
den of having to earn a living or retain their tenure in
an academe in thrall to the man-made global warming
narrative, scientists do seem much more ready to take a
skeptical position:

There are many examples where the transition
from paid employment in climate research to retire-
ment has been accompanied by a significant change
of heart away from acknowledging the seriousness
of global warming. It seems that scientists too are
conscious of the need to eat, and like everyone else
must consider the consequences of public dissent
from the views of the powers-that-be. One example
was Dr. Brian Tucker. He was the Director of the
Australian Numerical Meteorology Research Cen-
tre, and subsequently became Chief of the CSIRO
Division of Atmospheric Research. He was heavily
involved in the development of the [IPCC. During his
time with CSIRO he was the ‘go to’ man for journal-
ists and radio programmers seeking stories on mat-
ters to do with climate change. On retirement he be-
came a writer and speaker for the Institute of Public
Affairs, and greatly surprised his former colleagues
with his very public change to an openly skeptical
view on the subject.

—Breitbart.com, May 14, 2018
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Christian Persecution
by Bradford Richardson

Watchdog groups say the persecution of Christians
and other religious minorities in China is at its most
intense since the Cultural Revolution, as churches are
shuttered, Bibles confiscated, and believers arrested at
rates not seen in decades.

Evidence of the crackdown was in plain view this
week when police raided Early Rain Covenant Church,
an underground parish in the southwestern Sichuan
province, to pre-empt a memorial service commemorat-
ing the 29th anniversary of the Tiananmen Square mas-
sacre of anti-government protestors.

According to ChinaAid, an advocacy group that doc-
uments human rights abuses in the communist nation,
17 people were violently detained. They included pastor
Wang Yi and his wife, who attempted to block the door.

Pastor Bob Fu, founder and president of ChinaAid,
said the number of people arrested in China for exer-
cising their religious freedom ‘“has reached the highest
level since the end of the Cultural Revolution.” He cited
internal figures showing a nearly fivefold increase in the
number of Christians who were persecuted by the gov-
ernment last year.

“For Christians alone, last year we documented per-
secution against 1,265 churches, with the number of
people persecuted over 223,000. And that is just the tip
of the iceberg,” Mr. Fu said.

“In 2016, there were 762 cases of persecution, ac-
cording to our documentation, with the number of peo-
ple persecuted 48,000. It really is almost five times [as
much].”

He said ChinaAid knows of 3,700 Christians who
were arrested last year, up from 3,500 in 2016. Some
religious dissenters and human rights activists have been
detained for years, Mr. Fu said, with their families left to
wonder whether they are still alive.

Christian persecution is spiking as political and re-
ligious freedoms are curtailed under the leadership of
President Xi Jinping, critics say.

Mr. Fu said Mr. Xi will go down in history as “a sort
of Chairman Mao Jr.,” who carried out a “little Cultural
Revolution.”

New Regulations for Religious Affairs went into ef-
fect on February 1, requiring houses of worship to regis-
ter with the government.

Mr. Wang, the pastor arrested last week, was a vocal
critic of the regulations. He told China Source this year
that the intended effect of the legislation was to “limit
citizens’ religious activity to the time and location [the
government] decides.”

“Ultimately, my position is quite simple,” Mr. Wang
said. “As far as faith is concerned, these new regulations
are evil; as far as the constitution is concerned, they are
illegal; as far as politics are concerned, they are foolish.
As the pastor of a house church, I intend to peacefully
reject this regulation’s legitimacy and implementation.”

Mr. Fu said persecution against Christians increased
dramatically since the February 1 regulations took effect.

“Since that time, there have been thousands of
churches banned,” he said. “We haven’t even had time
to count them”

The State Department released a report in April that
again singled out China as one of a handful of nations
tagged as flagrant abusers of citizens’ right to religious
freedom.

The report last week by ChinaAid found that the
Chinese government was carrying out a “far-reaching
strategy to control, govern, and manipulate all aspects of
faith,” including using torture to “force confessions and
compel individuals to renounce their faith.”

In a press conference, Secretary of State Mike Pom-
peo said the United States would not “stand by as specta-
tors” to these sorts of atrocities.

“We will get in the ring and stand in solidarity with
every individual who seems to enjoy their most funda-
mental of human rights,” Mr. Pompeo said in his brief
remarks.

—The Washington Times, June 11, 2018, p. 15
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