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Another erroneous belief was regarding a bone at the end of the spine called the coccyx 

which was termed the “resurrection bone” because it was believed to be the nucleus for the 

restoration of the body.  Jews, Christians and Mohammedans believed this.  They based their 

belief on the fact that this bone wouldn’t soften in water, burn in fire, be crushed by two 

millstones, or be destroyed by hammer and anvil—hence, apparently indestructible. 

It took bold, observant men as Leonardo da Venie Vesalius, Servetus, Capernicus and 

others to disprove these misconceptions with the result, that they, too, like the reformers, were 

violently persecuted. 

Vesalius stole the bodies of criminals from the gallows and carefully dissected them to 

disprove and correct much of Galen’s work: for example, he showed that the current idea of man 

having one less rib than the woman was false.  He performed major operations and observed the 

heart in action.  Servetus, a student of Vesalius, described the circulation of the blood through 

the lungs.  Capernicus discovered the rotation of the earth and its revolution around the sun. 

These discoveries and observations greatly weakened the unquestioned authority of the 

Church and resulted in the ushering in the age of Humanism wherein man is the measure of all 

things. 

At this same time the Reformers were aware of the errors of the Church in matters of 

religion and state, but not truths pertaining to science: consequently, they, too, opposed the 

adoption of many of these new discoveries and observations.  Thus the sphere of science and 

religion were further alienated. 

Since the early part of the nineteenth century rapid strides have been made in all fields of 

science.  Mankind as a whole has become “science-minded” and adopted the philosophy that 

certain unbelieving scientists have propounded, namely, the theory of evolution.  Although one 

hears much less of this philosophy today than 25-50 years ago, it still occupies a very 

predominant place in the teaching and interpretation of discoveries and investigations. 

It is a pitiful fact, that most of the so-called large protestant denominations have altered 

their beliefs to make them plausible to the modern scientific generation.  Thus, miracles are 

impossible, Christ is merely a unique and exemplary man and fine teacher, Scripture is little 

more than a piece of literature.  There is no conflict between the modernist and the rationalistic 

philosophy of science.  The ministry was influenced to such an extent that the Bible lost its 

power and infallibility, and the Social Gospel has taken its place. 

How about Orthodoxy and Science, you ask?  We must be careful to differentiate 

between science as such and philosophies arising there from. According to the New Century 

Dictionary, science is defined as knowledge of facts and principles: as knowledge gained by 

systematic study—hence, science is simply systematized knowledge.  Certainly, there can be no 

objection to seeking knowledge of plants, animals, the human body, heavenly bodies, chemicals, 

etc. and organizing the same.  Theology, mathematics and law are all sciences. 

Certainly we should seek the truth in all things.  Can we discover the beauty of nature and 

its principles if we merely passively look at it?  May we not use scientific instruments as the 

microscope and various other inventions to investigate the greatness of creation, the wonders of 

the universe, the riches of the world round about us?  Both Grecian philosophy and Roman 



Catholic hierarchy stagnated the spirit of scientific investigation.  Protestant reformers ignored it 

and criticized the new discoveries.  What attitude should we take? 

Certainly, there is no comparison as to the knowledge, method of treatment and approach 

to most diseases today with that used by the physician two hundred years ago.  Let us be 

reminded of anesthetics, insulin, blood plasma, sulfa drugs, anti-malarias and antibiotics and the 

important role they play in medicine today.  All of these appeared in season according to the 

providence of God and must be understood and appreciated in that light. 

Of course, the sinful scientist is prompted by selfish or humanistic motives and vainly 

strives for a Utopia on this earth, where eventually disease, pain and sorrow will vanish.  We 

cannot agree with his philosophy and objectives, but we must view them as instruments in God’s 

hand whereby the facts and wonders of God’s creation are revealed throughout the ages.  We 

should not encourage ignorance and foster antipathy on the part of our youth by making 

sweeping criticisms against true science.  Let us acquaint ourselves with the complexities of 

medicine, chemistry, nature and other phases of science, praising God that He hath seen fit to 

reveal to us these intricacies. 

Let us consider not only the privileges but also the obligations that our present scientific 

age presents to our Christian youth.  Also let us take heed that the humanism and rationalism of 

our present day doesn’t seep in to corrupt our philosophy of life. 
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