
crowd of at least 2800 be-

cause students and faculty 

did not have to purchase 

tickets. 

  See page 2 for a sum-

mary of survey results.  

  If there was a consensus 

emerging from an email survey 

of those who purchased tick-

ets to April 28 RTB  event at 

UT,  it was that Dr. Michael 

Shermer, a national spokes-

man for atheism, failed to de-

liver. 

   Of the 230 email addresses 

we had for those who bought 

tickets over the internet,  66 

responded to our survey.  

   The great majority liked the 

event and many commented 

they wanted to see more like 

it.   However, when asked to 

list two things they did not like, 

the most common comments 

dealt with Shermer’s an-

tics (sarcasm and ridicule)  

and failure to respond to 

specific points made by 

the RTB presenters. These 

results  are probably not 

representative  of the 

Survey of “Great Debate” Attendees: 

“Shermer Disappointed Us” 

Coordinator’s Corner  by Bob Davis, RTB Austin Network Cordinator 

  As the headlines above tell you, 

there was widespread disap-

pointment with atheist Michael 

Shermer’s response (or more 

properly nonresponse) to the 

compelling presentation that 

Hugh Ross and Fuz Rana gave in 

support of their biblically and sci-

entifically based RTB Creation 

Model here in Austin last month. 

  Many of those voicing disap-

pointment  in our survey specu-

lated as to why this was the case.  

Some said it was poor prepara-

tion. (If so there was no ex-

cuse as this was Shermer’s 

second time to appear at 

such a forum and to hear the 

same presentation by Ross 

and Rana). 

  Others assumed he lacked 

scientific knowledge and 

could only make jokes.  Oth-

ers thought that there were 

no good responses to what 

Ross and Rana had pre-

sented and he was creating a 

diversion by attributing be-

liefs to Ross and Rana that they 

do not hold (like a 6000 year old 

earth) and cracking jokes. 

  I have a different theory. If 

prominent atheists like Shermer 

were to engage Ross and Rana 

with facts and logic and it were to 

be perceived by the public as a 

tie (or worse), then the  public 

would wonder why these facts 

and arguments are not being pre-

sented in our educational institu-

tions.  Better to sully one’s repu-

tation with comic sarcasm than 

to allow God back in the class-

room. 

Reasons To Believe 

Austin, Tx Monthly Newsletter 
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The Questionnaire 

1)      What best describes your current degree of belief in the God of the Bible 

before the event:  (which statement below best describes where you were 

coming into the event_ _) 
a)     I am convinced there is no God. 

b)     There may be a God, but the evidence is so weak that I choose not to call 

myself a believer.  I am highly skeptical.  

c)     I believe there is some “higher power” out there, but he/she/it is either no 

longer around and/or is not the God of the Bible.  

d)     I believe there is a supernatural, creator God who is all knowing, all 

powerful, eternal, and cares for His creatures.  

e)     I believe that God came to earth in the form of a man named Jesus Christ 

some 2000 years, whose death on the cross was an atonement of my sins, and 

whose resurrection is evidence of an eternal life in Heaven for those, like me, who 

trust in Him for forgiveness of sins.  

f)      Other. Please briefly explain: 

2)      The April 28 event ___changed or _ _did not change my beliefs.  If you 

marked yes, explain: 

 

3)      What two things most disappointed you about the event and you would 

like to see changed in future events of this kind? 

  

4)      What two things did you like most about the event and you would 

encourage Reasons to Believe to continue in future such events? 

From an agnostic- 
The skeptic was a big 

disappointment to 

me.  He was skeptical 

of Jesus, but I wanted 

someone to debate 

the creation/design 

model that Hugh 

Ross is proposing.  

 No. Percent     

Email questionnaires  sent out 230 100     

Responses l 66 29     

 Atheist Agnostic Deist Theist Christian     Total 

No. who claimed to be: 9 10 1 0 46 66 

Complaints:       

Auditorium sound, hot, parking, other     8 8 

Display of Christian literature 1 2    3 

Shermer's non-response to model 1  1  17 19 

Shermer's antics/ridicule, sarcasm  2 1  26 29 

Not a true debate with back & forth 1 5   8 14 

Too rushed, not enough time     4 4 

Misleading billing as debate on Darwin 2 2   3 7 

What they liked:       

Said it was excellent/ generally pleased 4 3   20 27 

Knowledge/presentation Ross/Rana  1   12 13 

Demeanor, attitude by Ross/Rana     7 7 

Facility /venue (at UT)  1   3 4 

Big turnout, attendance     4 4 

Summary: Survey Results 

A few of many 

quotes from 

the survey 

From a believer - 
. I truly believe that 

Dr. Ross is the 

"Copernicus of our 

generation."  He is 

visionary, scholarly, 

and persuasive, 

while being gentle 

and respectful to 

the various people 

he engages in de-

bate with.  

From an agnos-

tic I thought RTB 

presented their 

case pretty well. I 

appreciated hear-

ing their side 

Dr. Ross and his 

colleague under-

stood the format 

and essence of a 

debate.  They pre-

sented their argu-

ment in a clear, 

articulate manner 

with specific evi-

dences, some of 

which science had 

already sup-

ported, some of 

which had not yet 

been supported. 
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I have been listening to the audio version of the 

Christian bestseller, The Shack. Some were 

interested in my take on it. I enjoyed it, and 

think it does have it's place in Christian 

literature, but I can't give it an unreserved 

recommendation.  

 

I think it is a remarkable attempt to reveal the 

heart of God and deal with some VERY difficult 

issues. It was emotionally refreshing and 

difficult at the same time. I appreciate the 

creative license the author, William Young, 

used to try to make an eternal, omnipotent, 

loving God seem approachable, and 

understand why he chose some of the 

conventions he did.  

 

 I'm not as hard in my criticism as some are 

because I recognize that any attempt to portray 

God in a book by a human author will fall short, 

especially when putting in the rich detail into it 

that Young does. The Bible is God's own 

attempt to describe Himself, so it is far better 

than any human effort. So, like any human 

book, The Shack must be enjoyed in the light of 

Scripture as Paul instructs in 2 Timothy 3:16.  

 

Young, however, seems to have a low view of 

Scripture and tends to downplay God's hatred 

of sin. It also bugged me a bit that he didn't 

really show how the OT God and the NT God 

really are the same Person, though he does 

touch on the purpose of the Law.  

 

He comes very close to Biblical theology in so 

many ways, but stops right at the point where it 

might be offensive to someone.  There are, 

afterall, many places where the Bible is 

unashamedly offensive to our carnal selves and 

openly asserts that people should be offended--

and change. Young seems unwilling to go there 

and blurs the edges that would otherwise be 

potentially too hard for people. 

While there are these serious problems in his apparent 

theology, it really does show God's heart to reconcile 

people to Him and each other.  

For someone who is grounded in the Bible, but hurting 

terribly from tragedy, I think it could be a helpful balm 

in the short term.  Similarly, for folks either locked in 

legalism or who run from Christ seeing only the 

legalism, it may be helpful in seeing the mercy that is 

also with the justice.  

 

I know that some will not be able to enjoy The Shack 

for its theological flaws, but some will, and some will 

have some benefit from it. In discussions with other 

Christians about this book, I was frankly shocked by 

their stories of how many people raised in Christian 

homes are raised believing that God is angry with 

them and doesn't love them. This grieves me, and if 

this book can bring healing, then praise to God.  

My recommendation is that if you want to read it, great

--enjoy it as fiction, with all the limitations and pitfalls 

that go with it.  

Let the potent reminder of the depth of God's love for 

you wash over you. At the same time, don't let yourself 

subconsciously replace the Bible with it as your 

authority on who God is. If that is a tendency you have, 

then it is better to not read it.  

 

The Shack is a tool to restore hurting people who see 

only the hard justice of God. There are also people who 

only see God as love and don't understand His equal 

passion for justice and desire us to follow Him to 

righteousness (versus legalism). The Shack is likely to 

reinforce that unbalanced view of Him, and so therein 

lies my caution. 

 

Some advocates of the book have said that it is a 

novel and not meant to have a theology or take a 

theological position. Given that theology is the study of 

God, when you paint a portrait of God in any medium, 

it by definition reveals a theology. Therefore, it is 

appropriate to evaluate what Young does say about 

God and His heart and compare it to Scripture, 

preferably in a humble, charitable, and gracious 

manner.  I hope I've come close to that ideal. 

 

The Shack:  My Take on It 
By Robb Wilson, RTB Austin Network 

ñThe Shack is a tool to restore hurting peo-

ple who see only the hard justice of God.ò 



evolution. However, ac-

cording to Kenneth 

Miller's 2008 book, Only 

a Theory: Evolution and 

the Battle for America's 

Soul, science and the In-

telligent Design (ID) 

movement are fighting a 

civil war over evolution. 

Miller, a Roman Catho-

lic, asserts that there is no 

conflict between faith 

and evolution and that ID 

proponents are just anti-

science.         

Admittedly, most people 

lack the scientific back-

ground to understand the 

nuances of arguments 

like the one between 

Miller and Michael Behe 

on blood clotting factors.      

However, while scientists 

An Engineer Looks at 

the Evolution Debate 
    Mike Field is one of several 

men and women in our Austin 

RTB Network who is taking 

advanced college level or 

seminary work in Christian 

apologetics.    

    On April 17, Mike gave a 

lecture to the annual meeting 

of the International Society of 

Christian Apologetics hosted 

by Trinity Evangelical Divin-

ity School in Chicago. 

    This Saturday, Mike will 

give the same presentation to 

our Austin RTB Network.  

Here is an abstract he prese-

pared:  

   The 200th anniversary of 

Darwin's birth inspired a spate 

of articles and books hailing 

the triumph of the theory of 

continue to debate the abil-

ity of secondary causes 

(natural processes) to ex-

plain life's diversity, the 

rest of us should seek op-

portunities to dialog about 

primary causes (origins), 

contingency, and teleology.  

    For example, all Chris-

tians should be prepared to 

respond to statements like: 

"Evolution speaks directly 

to our conception of who 

we are, where we come 

from, and how we regard 

ourselves with respect to 

the rest of the living 

world" (Only a Theory, 

193). 

———————- 

Mike Field has practiced 

Electrical Engineering for 

over thrity-years in the 

 

Austin REASONS TO BELIEVE Monthly Meeting  

10 am Sat. June  13, 2009 

Hill Country Bible Church NW 
 

 

Agenda: 

¶ Welcome newcomers, in-

troductions, etc. 

¶ Summary Review of the 

April 28 Event—John 

Weber 

¶ Special Presentations: 

An Engineer Looks at the 

Evolution Debate by Mike 

Field 

Thermodynamics and Apolo-

getics by Dennis Wilson 

 

Directions to our meeting 

place: 

¶ Come to HCBC NW see map 

above (1 1/4 mile W of 183 

on RR 620) 

¶ Park near Building A.  Look 

for RTB sign. 

¶ Take elevator or stairs to 3rd 

floor. Room 310. 

computer industry, but 

he has a growing pas-

sion to "contend for 

the faith which was 

once for all delivered 

the saints."  

 

He  is currently work-

ing on an MA in 

Apologetics from 

Southern Evangelical 

Seminary 

(distance education).  

 

Mike's wife Leanne 

teaches human infec-

tious diseases at UT, 

and they are have 

been busy preparing 

for their only daugh-

ter, Grace, wedding  

May 30th. 

  

 


