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There will be 4 sections in our 3-week class:
1. What is the nature of scientific and religious 

knowledge?
2. Is there a God?
3. Does God care?
4. The necessary partnership between science and 

religion.

We will meet tonight and the next 2 Wednesdays: 
(May 5,12, & 19)
All the sessions will be recorded.





• Without God – no objective morality.
• What is the source of ethics – popular opinion or 

something beyond this?
• Was Hitler, Stalin, Pol Pot wrong or were they entitled 

to their own values?
• Without God, there is no intrinsic meaning to 

life.
• If the universe and all that is in it is purely a scientific 

accident, then there is no ultimate meaning to it all.

I CAN’T “PROVE” EITHER OF THESE – I SIMPLY REFUSE TO LIVE 
MY LIFE AS THOUGH THERE IS NO ABSOLUTE MORALITY AND 

THERE IS NO MEANING TO LIFE.



• Without God – no objective morality.
• “There is no significant example in history, before our time, of a society 

successfully maintain moral life without the aid of religion.”  Will and Ariel 
Durant (historians)

• “Let us with caution indulge the supposition that morality can be 
maintained without religion…  Reason and experience both forbid us to 
expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principle.”  
George Washington’s farewell address

• Without God, there is no intrinsic meaning to life.
• “To know an answer to the question, ‘What is the meaning of human life? 

means to be religious.”   Albert Einstein 
• “To believe in God means to understand the question about the meaning of 

life.  To believe in God means to see that the facts of the world are not the 
end of the matter. To believe in God means to see that life has a meaning.”  
Ludwig Wittgenstein (Austrian-British philosopher)

• “Among all my patients in the second half of life…  there has not been one 
whose problem in the last resort was not that of finding a religious outlook 
on life…  and none of them had really been healed who did not regain his 
religious outlook.”  Carl Jung

• “Science takes things apart to see how they work.  Religion puts them 
together to see what they mean.”  Jonathan Sacks





Are you open to a “God Hypothesis?”
• As a possible, rational, proposition that 

explains scientific data as we find it?
• One that should be evaluated alongside 

other, non-theistic, hypotheses?
• Or do you, a priori, reject this out of hand? 
If you reject this, while I’m glad you’re here, 
I’m not sure why!  I hope you will keep an 
open mind as we proceed, however.



In my opinion:
• Well written
• Comprehensive (565 

pages)
• Well documented (74

pages of footnotes & a 
27 page bibliography)

• By a Cambridge PhD in 
philosophy of science.

• Published 2021





Answer #1:  Because the stove heated the water 
to its boiling point…..
Aristotle called this “efficient cause” – how the 
phenomenon takes place.

BUT THERE’S ANOTHER ANSWER!



Answer #2:  BECAUSE MY WIFE WANTED TEA!
Aristotle called this “final cause,” the reason the 
phenomenon takes place.



Answer #2:  BECAUSE MY WIFE WANTED TEA!
Aristotle called this “final cause,” the reason the 
phenomenon takes place.
Do we have to choose between one correct 

and the other incorrect answer?



Answer #1: Everything we know about cosmology.



Answer #1: Everything we know about cosmology.
Answer #2: Because God wanted a universe.



Answer #1: Everything we know about cosmology.
Answer #2: Because God wanted a universe.

Do we have to choose between one correct 
and the other incorrect answer?



1. A Traditional Answer:  If God is to be praised 
then a humanity to praise God is needed.

2. An Answer I Prefer:  Because God likes stories.

Dvar Acher (Another Word): The Talmud records a debate 
that lasted 2 ½ years as to whether it would have been 
better if humanity had not been created?
• What’s your answer?
• What do you think they voted?



Knowledge/Da’at/ ַדַעת: I know that this computer 
exists, that my pen exists, etc.  I can test this 
knowledge with scientific experimentation.

Faith/Emunah/ : My faith in God, my belief in 
God, is not quite the same.  It carries with it a 
measure of doubt.



The 4 Models
1. Conflict

2. Independence
3. Dialogue

4. Integration



Given a choice between various relationships between science and 
religion
• In collaboration
• Independent
• Conflict – I agree with religion
• Conflict – I agree with science

25%  of the American populace chose one of the two conflict 
options – same percentage as Jews.  But, for those who selected 
“Conflict;”
• 75% of Christians sided with religion
• 94% of Jews sided with science



• “Science investigates, religion interprets…  Religion and science are two 
hemispheres of human thought.”  Martin Luther King, Jr. 

• “To claim the world as creation is not to denounce evolution and debunk science.  
To the contrary, it is to join in covenant with science in acknowledging creation’s 
integrity, as well as its giftedness and worth.  To see the world as creation is to re-
commit ourselves to its care, not as the fittest, most powerful creatures on the 
animal planet but as a species held uniquely responsible for creation’s 
flourishing.”  William P. Brown (author, biblical theologian)

• “For if science is about the world that is and religion is about the world that 
ought to be, then religion needs science because we cannot apply God’s will to 
the world if we do not understand the world.”  Jonathan Sacks (italics in original) 

• “There is grandeur in this view of life, with its several powers, having been 
originally breathed by the Creator into a few forms or into one; and that, whilst 
this planet has gone cycling on according to the fixed law of gravity, from so 
simple a beginning endless forms most beautiful and most wonderful have been 
and are being evolved.”  Charles Darwin’s last sentence  of The Origin of Species

• “So vast, without any question, is the Divine Handiwork of the Almighty Creator!  
Copernicus



• “But science can only be created by those who are thoroughly imbued with the 
aspiration toward truth and understanding.  This source of feeling, however 
springs from the sphere of religion.  To this there also belongs the faith in the 
possibility that the regulations valid for the world of existence are rational, that 
is, comprehensible to reason.  I cannot conceive of a genuine scientist without 
that profound faith.  The situation may be expressed by an image:  science 
without religion is lame, religion without science is blind.”  Albert Einstein (italics 
mine) 

• “The most incomprehensible thing about the universe is that it is 
comprehensible”  Albert Einstein, expressing his amazement that the laws of 
physics, which our minds are somehow attuned to understand, apply not just 
here on Earth but also in the remotest galaxy

• Astrophysicist Robert Jastrow ends his book, God and the Astronomers with this 
striking passage:  “At this moment it seems as though science will never be able 
to raise the curtain on the mystery of creation.  For the scientist who has lived by 
his faith in the power of reason, the story ends like a bad dream.  He has scaled 
the mountains of ignorance; he is about to conquer the highest peak; as he pulls 
himself over the final rock, he is greeted by a band of theologians who have been 
sitting there for centuries.” 



• Early in his career: “Religion is but a desperate attempt to find 
an escape from the truly dreadful situation in which we find 
ourselves…  No wonder then that many people feel the need for 
some belief that gives them a sense of security, and no wonder 
that they become very angry with people like me who say that 
this is illusory.”

• In 1981 after his career work in fine tuning of the universe:  “A 
common-sense interpretation of the facts suggests that a super-
intellect has monkeyed with physics, as well as with chemistry 
and biology, and that there are no blind forces worth speaking 
about in nature.  The numbers one calculates from the facts 
seem to me so overwhelming as to put this conclusion beyond 
question.”

(Meyer, pp130, 139)



• We have a blessing said over great scholars (including 
scientists) regardless of their secular beliefs.  It has the usual 
“Baruch Atah….” opening and ends with “she’natan
m’chochmato l’vasar v’dam” 
• Translation:  “Blessed are you Adonai, our God, ruler of the 

universe who has given of His knowledge to human beings.”
• We understand that God wants us to have knowledge.

• This is King Solomon’s request of God
• We ask for knowledge, wisdom and insight three times each 

weekday in the Amidah, the central prayer of each Jewish 
service.



• Lesson of the generation of the Exodus
• Doubt/uncertainty necessary for free will.

I believe that God wants us to have some doubts.  
The word “Israel” means one who wrestles with 

God.

Police Car 
Example





• Training and Career in Physics
• Discovery of the Depth of My Judaism
• Tragedy in My Life
• Training and Career in the Rabbinate



1. If there is no God, there is no objective 
good and evil.

2. If there is no God, there is no intrinsic 
meaning to life.

Note that these reasons do not speak to the 
question of whether there is a God!



1. Those who reject God, must explain away all 
the evidence for God and provide a basis for 
living an ethical life.

2. Those who accept God must explain the 
basis for evil and tragedy in the world.

This class will address both areas.



#1  Is there a God [Intelligence behind the 
creation of the universe]?
#2  Does God care?
 Whether I have turkey or ham for dinner?
 Whether I care for or torture babies?

Our discussion will address both leaps.
Hang On!





#1  Is there a God [Intelligence behind the 
creation of the universe – Let’s call this God 
Elohim]?
#2  Does God care [Let’s call our caring God 
Adonai]?
 Whether I have turkey or ham for dinner?
 Whether I care for or torture babies?



Some 
would 
say 
yes….



• God of Abraham vs. more ancient gods
• Mystic’s definition: “God is the name we give to 

the oneness of all” [D. Matt]
• Fixing God into a particular image is idolatry
• For now [for purposes of Leap #1] 

• I’ll use “organizing intelligence in the universe.” 
Many would call this the “Intelligent Designer”

• And not, a God how hears/answers prayers or 
micromanages the world [we will address this aspect 
in leap #2].



But I would say:
“If we could prove God’s 
existence, someone would 
have done it by now.”

So the question is “What is the 
evidence for God’s existence?”



“The most incomprehensible thing about the universe is 
that it is comprehensible”  Albert Einstein

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8Are9dDbW24



Laws of physics fine-tuned to allow for a 
physical universe.
• Strong Nuclear Force
• Electromagnetic Force
• Gravitational Constant
• Initial Conditions at the Big Bang



The Ratios of 
Key Constants 
Are Also Fine 

Tuned



Ratio of electromagnetic force to gravity= 1 followed by 
36 zeros
• Few less zeros, short lived mini universe, no time for 

evolution
Another ratio is 0.007 (the fraction of energy released 
when hydrogen fuses to form helium – this defines how 
firmly atomic nuclei bound).
• If 0.006, entire universe is hydrogen

• No other atoms, no water, no chemistry, no nothing!
• No further fusion – i.e., stars have no significant energy

• If 0.008, no hydrogen, no water, etc.
• An even small change in this number would eliminate 

most of the carbon from the universe.



There are subatomic particles called “up quarks” and 
“down quarks.”
• The masses of the quarks must have simultaneously 

met 9 different conditions in the early universe.
• Their masses must have a value between zero and one 

billion trillionth of the Planck mass – a fine tuning of 
one part in ten to the 27th power (1 followed by 27 
zeros).

In the same way the value of G, the gravitational constant, 
is tuned to one part in ten to the 35th power. 

Source:  Meyers, pp. 137-138



• The odds of our anthropic universe arising 
amidst all possible universes is one part in 10 to 
the 10th to the 132nd power.  

• The number of zeros in such a number would 
be more than the number of atoms in the 
universe (10 to the 65th) & even more that the 
number of elementary particles in the universe 
(10 to the 80th)

Per Robert Spitzer, New Proofs….



Stephen Hawking (a noted atheist):
• “If the density of the universe one second after the big bang 

had been greater by one part in a thousand billion, the universe 
would have recollapsed after 10 years.  On the other hand, if 
the density of the universe at that time had been less by the 
same amount, the universe would have been essentially empty 
since it was about 10 years old.” (pg. 150)

• “All that my work has shown is that you don’t have to say that
the way the universe began was the personal whim of God. But 
you still have the question: Why does the universe bother to 
exist?  If you like, you can define God to be the answer to that 
question.” (pg. 173 – note that Hawking relies on “imaginary 
time” to that the universe had no beginning)

(in Black Holes and Baby Universes and Other Essays – 1993)



Stephen Hawking (a noted atheist):
• Commenting on the Big Bang evidence:  “It would be very 

difficult to explain why the universe should have begun in just 
this way, except as the act of a God who intended to beings like 
us.” (A Brief History of Time, pg. 127)

• “The remarkable fact is that the values of these numbers seem 
to have been very finely adjusted to make possible the 
development of life.” (A Brief History of Time, cited in Meyer p. 
141)



• Early in his career: “Religion is but a desperate attempt to find 
an escape from the truly dreadful situation in which we find 
ourselves…  No wonder then that many people feel the need for 
some belief that gives them a sense of security, and no wonder 
that they become very angry with people like me who say that 
this is illusory.”

• In 1981 after his career work in fine tuning:  “A common-sense 
interpretation of the facts suggests that a super-intellect has 
monkeyed with physics, as well as with chemistry and biology, 
and that there are no blind forces worth speaking about in 
nature.  The numbers one calculates from the facts seem to me 
so overwhelming as to put this conclusion beyond question.”

(Meyer, pp130, 139)



Shape 
of the 
Earth’s 
Orbit



Structure 
of the 
Water 

Molecule



Structure 
of the 
Water 

Molecule



• Our Galaxy
• Position in our galaxy
• Our solar system
• Type of star our sun is, its mass, luminosity, etc.
• Our planetary neighbors 
• Our moon
• Etc.
All seem precisely chosen to allow life on 
this planet.

“The Goldilocks Zone” in Everyone’s Guide to Atoms, Einstein and the Universe, 
by Robert L. Piccioni.



• Milky Way is a good galaxy – no massive black holes at our center emitting 
radiation that would sterilize us – also in a placid group of galaxies that have 
not collided

• Position in our galaxy
• Far enough from the core to avoid radiation and colliding stars
• Close enough to the center to have sufficient carbon, oxygen, etc. for life

• Our solar system – age is about right
• Type of star our sun is

• Not a binary star
• Mass just right to have not burned out and to have planets in a habitable zone
• Luminosity just right and very stable (3% variation over last 600 million years)

• Our planetary neighbors – Jupiter protects us from asteroids and comets.
• Our moon’s creation (collision with a proto planet 30-50 million years ago gives 

us magnetic field 100 times larger than any other planet which protects our 
atmosphere from erosion and us from cosmic radiation.

• We are close enough to sun to allow for liquid water [1/100,000 of solar 
system]

• Earth’s orbit 4 times more circular than planetary average: seas don’t boil or 
freeze

• Our planetary gravity is just right.



Collision with proto 
planet gave us:
• The moon
• A magnetic field 

protecting us from 
cosmic radiation that 
would destroy life 
and our atmosphere.

• The beauty of the 
Northern Lights.



Life and DNA developed almost immediately 
after the Earth cooled.  
• Was the creation of DNA an accident or 

guided somehow?
• To date, scientists have been unable to 

created a single molecule of DNA 
(discovered in 1953) in the lab.



So what’s the 
probability that 

the DNA 
molecule was 
accidentally 

created?



• Odds of pulling ace of 
spades from deck = 1 in 52



• Odds of pulling ace of 
spades from deck = 1 in 52

• Odds of doing it twice in a 
row = 1 in 2,704



• Odds of pulling ace of 
spades from deck = 1 in 52

• Odds of doing it twice in a 
row = 1 in 2,704

• Odds of doing it 5x in a row 
= 1 in 380,204,032



• Odds of pulling ace of 
spades from deck = 1 in 52

• Odds of doing it twice in a 
row = 1 in 2,704

• Odds of doing it 5x in a row 
= 1 in 380,204,032

The odds that DNA was created 
spontaneously = pulling that ace 

119,000 times in a row!



• The “card trick” above only addresses the probability of 
creating life in the first place.

• Now the question is – what’s the likelihood that random 
mutations in DNA or RNA molecules will produce 
functional proteins that Darwin’s Natural Selection can 
use to create new species and improve existing ones.

• “For every one DNA sequence that generates a short
protein fold of just 150 amino acids in length, there are
10 to the 77th nonfunctional combinations.” (Meyer p. 204)

• For every meaningful sequence of English characters 12
letters long, there are one hundred trillion gibberish. 
Like a combo lock with 14 dials of 10 digits.

• Darwin explains survival of the fittest – not arrival of the
fittest.



• Evolution: God’s tool for 
creation.

• Genesis 1:26:  “God said 
‘Let us make humanity in 
our image.’”

• God was talking to the 
animals! We have divine 
and animal natures.

I believe this is a biblical 
proof text for evolution!

My bottom line:  The evidence convinces 
me that there is a God.



My bottom line:  The evidence convinces 
me that there is a God.

Abraham Isaac Kook, Orot ha-
Qodesh 2:537, cited in D. Matt, 
Essencial Kabbalah



• “Astronomy leads us to a unique event, a universe which was created out of nothing, and 
delicately balanced to provide exactly the conditions required to support life.  In the 
absence of an absurdly improbable accident, the observations of modern science seem to 
suggest an underlying, one might say, supernatural, plan.”  Nobel prize winning physicist  
Arno Penzias

• Life arising through random chemical reactions was ‘as likely as the assemblage of a 747 by 
a tornado whirling through a junkyard.’”  Sir Fred Hoyle

• “So vast, without any question, is the Divine Handiwork of the Almighty Creator!”  
Copernicus

• Steven Hawking says that if the rate of expansion one second after the Big Bang had been 
smaller by even one part in in a hundred thousand million million
(1/100,000,000,000,000,000), the universe would have re-collapsed before life could have 
formed. One the other hand, had it been greater than one part in a million, the universe 
would have expanded too rapidly for stars and planets to form. 

• “The more I examine the universe and the details of its architecture, the more evidence I 
find that the universe in some sense must have known we were coming.”  Physicist 
Freeman Dyson

• “At this moment it seems as though science will never be able to raise the curtain on the 
mystery of creation.  For the scientist who has lived by his faith in the power of reason, the 
story ends like a bad dream.  He has scaled the mountains of ignorance; he is about to 
conquer the highest peak; as he pulls himself over the final rock, he is greeted by a band of 
theologians who have been sitting there for centuries.” Astrophysicist Robert Jastrow

• “The only path to knowing God is through the study of science – and for that reason the 
Bible opens with a description of creation.”  Maimonides, Guide for the Perplexed (1190)



• I believe the evidence is overwhelming.
• The key question is how does belief in 

God affect our lives.
• Uncertainty and Free Will

• Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle
• Wave/particle duality

• This is the way I read Bible – more in next session.





Video of First Session Available at lotker.com



• If God cares, then we must accept 
revelation.

• Must I take revelation literally?
• Can I take it seriously but not literally?
• For Jews this leads to the question: 

What Happened at Mount Sinai?



Does God care whether I:
• Am kind or mean?
• Protect children or torture them?
• Observe the sabbath or not?
• Have chicken or pork tonight for dinner?



• Central question for 
Jews

• My answer –
something 
happened --

• but revelation is the 
imperfect record of 
human witnesses. 





• Projected light 
and shadow on 
a screen.

• Or, carbon dots 
on a page.



Psychologists 
tell us that 90% 
of what we see 
is conditioned 
by our culture 

and 
expectations.

This affected what was written down at Sinai.





Ratio of what 
we see to 
what’s there is 
equal to ratio of 
diameter of 
Hydrogen atom 
to 3,000 miles!

This affected what was written down at Sinai.



• Torah is our central myth
• True in the same sense that “The Boy 

Who Cried Wolf” is true.  It teaches 
truth.

• Science & history books are quickly 
obsolete, but Torah/Bible is eternal.



• Jewish tradition teaches us to dig for deeper meanings
• On at least 4 levels: literal/simple, allegorical, interpretive, 

secret
• Another tradition teaches that there are at least 600,000 

understandings of each verse 
• I love to read Torah in at least two ways:

• Traditionally – through the eyes of the rabbis, the mystics, etc.  This 
includes the traditional commentators, Midrash, Talmud, etc.

• Scholarly – with the insights of historians and scholars who investigate 
how the text came to be.  This includes the Documentary Hypothesis (J, 
E, P, & D), and other biblical scholarship.

• Listen to Einstein talking about an analogous problem in physics:  “It 
seems as though we must use sometimes the one theory and sometimes 
the other, while at times we may use either. We are faced with a new 
kind of difficulty. We have two contradictory pictures of reality; 
separately neither of them fully explains the phenomena of light, but 
together they do (emphasis mine).”



Arno Penzias, winner of Nobel Prize for his 
work confirming the Big Bang:  “The best 
data we have are exactly what I would have 
predicted, had I nothing to go on but the first 
five books of Moses, the Psalms, the Bible as 
a whole.”  (Meyer, pg. 243)





Allegorical approach:
• Creation story teaches about the nature of God and the nature of 

humanity.
• Opening verse is a grammatical impossibility teaching that we 

must interpret.
Literal approach:
• 6 days in God’s inertial reference frame may be 13 billion years 

in the Earth’s reference frame according to the Theory of 
Relativity’s teaching about time dilation.  

Looking at the text both ways is like understanding 
the light is both a wave and a particle.



Insights from Genesis and the Big Bang by Gerald Schroeder
Shape of the letter “Bet” [ ] teaches that we can’t ask what happened 
before creation
• Sequence of creation in Torah can correspond to what cosmology 

teaches.  E.g., sudden “appearance” of light occurs as expansion of 
matter allows light to escape gravity.

• Here is Nachmanides’ (13th century) commentary on Gen. 1:1
• “At the briefest instant following creation all the matter of the universe was 

concentrated in a very small place, no larger than a grain of mustard.  The 
matter at this time was so thin, so intangible, that it did not have real 
substance.  It did have, however, a potential to gain substance and form and to 
become tangible matter.  From the initial concentration of this intangible 
substance in its minute location, the substance expanded, expanding the 
universe as it did so.  As the expansion progressed, a change in the substance 
occurred.  This initially thin, noncorporeal, substance took on the tangible 
aspects of matter as we know it.  From this initial act of creation … everything 
that has existed, or will ever exist, was, is, and will be formed.”  [Schroeder, pg. 
65 citing Nachmanides, Commentary on the Torah, Gen. 1:1]









• Evil is simply a consequence of human free will.  The 
question is really:
• Not “where was God at Auschwitz?”
• But “where was humanity at Auschwitz? 
• Note the Milgram Experiment (next slide)

• "Everything is foreseen, yet free will is given.”  Mishna 
(Pirke Avot 3:19)

• “This day I call the heavens and the earth as witnesses 
against you that I have set before you life and death, 
blessings and curses. Now choose life, so that you and 
your children may live.”  Deut. 30:19

Tragedy is a larger problem













According to logic, at least one of these 
statements must be false:
1. God is all good and all just.
2. God is all powerful.
3. Bad things happen to good people.

Let’s look at them separately.

With thanks to Rabbis Harold Kushner and Ed Feinstein for this analysis.



Assume #1 “God is all good and all just” 
is false:
• This is the God of the philosophers.
• This is God as laws of physics
• This is Job’s conclusion.

With thanks to Rabbis Harold Kushner and Ed Feinstein for this analysis.



Assume #3 “Bad things happen to good 
people” is false:
• Maybe the thing isn’t really bad.
• Maybe no one is really good.

>  Original sin
>  Sins in a prior incarnation

With thanks to Rabbis Harold Kushner and Ed Feinstein for this analysis.



Assume #2 “God is all powerful” is false:
• Lessons from the Talmud 
• Nature operates under its own laws 

[BT Avodah Zara 54B]
• God cannot intervene in nature.
This answer makes the most sense to me.

God’s role is as a teacher, inspirer, 
commander, friend and companion.



Analogy of Parent to a Growing Child
• In infancy, parents work miracles
• Toddlers hear: “If …., then ….”
• Adolescents hear: “Because I’m your 

father, that’s why”
• Adult children still in relationship with 

their parents.



Analogy of Parent to a Growing Child
• In our spiritual infancy, God worked 

miracles.
• Toddlers: Book of Deut.  “If …, then …!”
• Adolescents:  Book of Job:  “I’m God, 

you’re not!”
• Adult:  Today the relationship, the shared 

wisdom, the love and the caring is central.



• We often hear the claim that the worst horrors, 
the worst wars, were fought in the  name of 
religion.

• This is simply not true.
• World War II - death of some 66 million
• Communism some 100 million

• Stalin alone 20 million
• Communist China 65 million

• By contrast, in the 400 years of the Inquisition, 
“only” 5,000 killed (= ½ day at Auschwitz)



What About Religious Wars?

In this fascinating book about the 100 worst 
atrocities in history:
• The Crusades ranked #30 with about 

0.7% of the number of deaths (3 million) 
than the preceding 29.

• The total deaths attributed to religious 
conflicts were about 19.1% of the total.

The Encyclopedia of Wars (Phillips & 
Axelrod, 2004, surveyed 1,180 conflicts and 
found that less than 10% involved religion 
at all.





Our error is in our certainty that our 
view is the only truth.



The blind 
people all hear 

the creature 
speak …. and 
they all hear 
the Golden 
Rule, this 

rabbi’s test for 
a Kosher
religion.



• For me, this is a true leap of faith.  I don’t find 
scientific, compelling evidence for or against.

• But by consciously assuming that God cares, and 
the record of this caring is revealed religious 
texts, I bring myself into an amazing world of 
relationships among people and with God.

• As a result, I find my life enriched and more 
beautiful and meaningful, and I have had the 
great privilege of helping others.

• Dayenu!  In the words of our Passover liturgy, it 
is enough, truly more than enough, for me!



In deciding to live a religious life, I make two leaps 
of faith:
1. That God, the organizing intelligence in the 

universe, exists.  This one is easy for me since 
the science is compelling.

2. That God cares.  This is, for me, a pure leap of 
faith.



The 4 Models People Speak of:
1. Conflict

2. Independence
3. Dialogue

4. Integration

My position is even beyond #4 in that I hold 
Science and Religion need each other.



I would go 
farther 

than 
Einstein.



If the purpose of religion is to make 
this world a better place (this is 
especially emphasized in Judaism as 
Tikkun Olam), then we had better 
understand how the world works to 
improve it.  This is science.



A world of scientific progress 
unchecked by religious ethics leads 
to mass murder and probably our 
extinction as a species (probably the 
extinction of all species).



And if science is to achieve its goal of expanding our understanding of the world 
around us and to make improvements in our way of living, humanity had better 
survive the risks of nuclear, chemical and biological warfare by learning and 
living by the ethical truths taught by religions.  
• Science and technology are amoral.  A knife can be used to murder or heal
• With the advent of nuclear weapons the ability to damage is unlimited

• Each thermonuclear bomb has the explosive power of all explosions in 
all prior wars.

• 100 such explosions would end life as we know it on this planet.
• The US and Russia together have some 10,000 such warheads today 

(down from more than 60,000 in the 1980s)

I believe that the only barrier to the use of such 
weapons and other weapons of mass destruction is 

religious ethics.



Pope John Paul II said it beautifully:  
“Science can purify religion from error 
and superstition; religion can purify 
science from idolatry and false 
absolutes.  Each can draw the other into 
a wide world, a world in which both can 
flourish.”

(“Message of His Holiness John Paul II,” in John Paul II on Science and Religion, 
1990.)



1. There is nothing irrational about belief in 
God and the belief that God cares.

2. If we live as though God exists and cares, 
our lives are better and the world is 
better.

3. If we are to survive and thrive we better 
study both science and religion.

4. Dayenu!  It’s enough for me!



• “What Happens After I Die? – Jewish 
Views of the Afterlife”

• This is a 3-session overview of the wide 
variety of Jewish thinking on this subject.

• It will take place on the next 3 
Wednesday evenings: May 26, June 2 & 9

• No charge for the classes
• Same zoom room.


