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00:00:01 – 00:00:44
Praise be to Allah, Lord of the Worlds, and peace and blessings be upon our Prophet Muhammad and his family and all his companions. Distinguished guests, I am opening the 42nd session of the 13th Bediuzzaman Symposium. Welcome everyone. The main theme, the main topic of this session, is the Islamic understanding of science and faith-based approaches in the natural sciences. It is a very important topic. How did it happen that the book of God's power was used as a tool for matter, that humanity was drowned in matter,
00:00:44 – 00:01:21
unable to see meaning? How did it happen that, while His existence is boundless and immeasurable, God was invisible, and humanity could not see Him? We will be discussing this topic. I have very distinguished professors here . We have four speakers, all professors, highly valued in their fields. Our first speaker is Prof. Dr. Barbaros Nalbantoğlu. His topic is solutions to the crisis of weak faith through the excellence of Fender technology. Please, Professor.
00:01:35 – 00:02:18
Yes, first of all, I would like to thank those who organized this symposium. I hope the results here will lead us to even better and more productive days . And I begin my speech. Solutions to the crisis of weak faith thanks to the excellence at Fender. As you know, the symposium title mentioned crises. We wanted to bring up the crisis of weak faith as a crisis. Look, in a survey conducted in Turkey in 2002 and 2004, it was determined that
00:02:18 – 00:02:59
the percentage of those who prayed all daily prayers was 23% in 2022 and 18.8% in 2024. That is, surveys were conducted two years in a row . Those who said they prayed five times a day were 23 out of 22, and it dropped to 18.8 in 2024. And those who said they didn't pray, those who said they never prayed, were 41.8% in 2022 and 44.5% in 2024. So, one out of five people said they prayed five times a day, and one out of two said they never prayed . That's the situation. A study
00:02:59 – 00:03:40
conducted in 2010 and 2020, published in 2025 , showed that the number of people who don't feel they belong to any religion has increased by 270 million, reaching 1.9 billion. That's 24.2 percent of the population. So what does that mean? It means that a quarter of the world's population says they don't feel they belong to any religion . What does that reveal? The number of people with doubts about their beliefs has reached serious proportions. These doubts have led to various opinions : atheism, agnosticism, and so on . Now, how many students are there worldwide?
00:03:41 – 00:04:22
In elementary, middle, and high schools, including science classes , there are over two billion students. Now, let's look at the problem. We're going to focus on the students. Currently, we have over two billion students worldwide. In secular education, when teaching subjects, it's explained that things happen through natural causes, through evolution , and the creator is mentioned, but not explicitly mentioned. Because the creator isn't emphasized in textbooks , students aren't able to feel the presence of a creator. Now, the teacher looks at the book, and even if they have some knowledge, they can't impart much . So what happens to the student?
00:04:22 – 00:05:06
Students who believe in God based on the information in the book become confused. Students can reach a point where they separate science from God. We can observe this situation in university lectures, in high school seminars, and among students . We teach at university, we go to high schools and give seminars, and unfortunately , students are confused. Due to secular science education, doubts about belief in God can arise in students, and a problem of weak faith can begin. Solutions are needed for this crisis of weak faith. So, it means we have a serious crisis of faith or weakness of faith in our world.
00:05:06 – 00:05:47
There are those who don't believe, even if they feel religious, their faith is weak. Therefore, solutions are needed. Let's see where the solutions are . I'll just lightly touch on this, or take a different approach so I can read the text more easily. Bediüzzaman Said Nursi, in the early 1900s, foresaw the crisis of weakened faith and offered solutions. When exactly? In the early 1900s. That is, 125-126 years ago, he saw this crisis and analyzed
00:05:48 – 00:06:31
it in great detail in his Risale-i Nur collection of works . In short, he stated that the perfect order of all sciences compels minds to accept a creator. He likens each scientific discipline to a star that pierces and destroys everything. This shows that the order in the sciences is extremely important. Let's see where this will lead us. The sentences I've written in blue are from Risale-i Nur, and the green ones address the sciences. Look what he says: During his time in Van, through his interactions with the governor and officials, he came to the conclusion that in this century, the old style of scholarly discourse alone is insufficient to refute doubts and suspicions about Islam, and
00:06:31 – 00:07:13
he saw the need to improve the sciences. Look, in the early 1900s in Van, starting with the governor, he saw the need for sciences to answer those who raised the doubts of this century. He formed this conviction at a time when he began to study all the sciences, which were called positive sciences, and in a very short time he obtained the foundations of sciences such as history, geography, mathematics, geology, physics, chemistry, astronomy, and philosophy . Look, in the early 1900s, he was studying and trying to understand the sciences on his own . He said that humanity needed the messages that would come from here. He understood
00:07:14 – 00:07:50
all sciences properly not by taking lessons from a teacher, but solely through his own study . Every kind of thing in the universe has a science formed and continues to form related to its kind. Science, however, is the essence of universality. The universal rule is the revealer of the perfect order within that kind. So, the sciences are witnesses to the perfect order of the universe. They are true. What am I unable to read? They are true. Now look, when you look at all the sciences, it says this: there is perfect order, that is, a flawless order. We continue.
00:07:59 – 00:08:45
It looks at the sciences, what is there? There are benefits, wisdoms, the intention of the one who created it, the artistry, the wisdom. Then what happens? Minds are compelled to accept this. Each science is like a shooting star to expel the demons of delusion. That is, a star that pierces and destroys false understandings. Look at what it resembles. For example, look at the lights here. If I turn off the lights, it becomes dark. But if I press the light switch, it suddenly brightens. The sciences, it says, illuminate the darkness in minds in this way. That is, those who are in darkness in terms of faith can suddenly be enlightened because of the order, artistry, and perfection that comes from the sciences
00:08:45 – 00:09:28
. Look, here's another summary; I wrote the summaries in black. The ones in blue are taken from Risale-i Nur. Again, what does Bediuzzaman Said Nursi say? It is said that the Quran and the hadiths mention sciences. So, there are sciences in the Quran and the hadiths. How? Both the Quran and the hadiths, which are interpretations, have taken a philosophical insight from every science and every field of knowledge. Look, both the Quran and the hadiths have taken summaries from various sciences and discuss them. And likewise, the Quran, while seemingly a single book, is the book of human law, wisdom, prayer, invitation, worship,
00:09:28 – 00:10:11
command, remembrance, and thought; however, in terms of the sciences and knowledge it contains, it is like the wisdom of thousands of books. Look, he described the Quran, and what else did he say? It contains thousands of books in terms of the sciences and knowledge it encompasses. This means that the Quran actually contains very profound books on the sciences. Again, I'm quoting Bediuzzaman Said Nursi: He bases every science on a divine name. Sciences can be used as ladders to reach the divine name. If this isn't done, sciences can even lead to misguidance. So, where does he lead with sciences? He says, use them like ladders; where do you climb with a ladder?
00:10:11 – 00:10:53
You climb to the name of God Almighty. Now let's read his words: Every perfection, every science, every advancement, every branch of knowledge has a sublime truth that is based on the divine name. For example, geometry is a science, that is, engineering. Its truth and point, its ultimate goal, is to reach the predetermined essence of God's name and to observe the majestic manifestations of that name in the mirror of geometry. In other words, when you look at engineering, it shows its creator. It's exactly the same when you look at sciences. Now , regarding the matter of the ladder, from time to time, lift your head and, paying attention to the Names of Islam,
00:10:53 – 00:11:33
make your sciences and progress into a ladder to ascend to those heavens . So that you may reach the Divine Names, which are the sources and truths of your sciences and perfections . Look at your Lord with your heart through the lens of those Names . See how you ascend to the Names of God with a lantern ? Your heart finds peace. You move towards God. I apologize for saying this. What happens if it's not done that way? Otherwise, it will transform into superstition, become nonsense, or a lot of deviations will fly away in natural philosophy . This is what is happening now . Sciences have advanced greatly, but they cannot see the truth. They cannot reach the Divine Name. Again, what does Bediuzzaman Said Nursi say?
00:11:33 – 00:12:14
He says that if deviation comes from science and knowledge, it is difficult to dispel it, and the problem can be solved by combining religion and science . Look, what was the source of the problem? If you don't lead science to the Divine Name, if you don't base it on God, where will that lack of science lead? It leads to deviation. So, he says, you must combine the two. You must teach science and religion side by side. You know that if deviation comes from ignorance, it is easy to eliminate. But if deviation comes from science and is within my power, it is difficult to eliminate. In the olden days, the second type was found in one in a thousand. Look, in the olden days, it was one in a thousand that came from science. In the olden days, the fundamentals of faith were preserved, they were acceptable to surrender.
00:12:14 – 00:12:55
In matters of detail, the pronouncements of the wise, even without evidence , were acceptable and sufficient. But in this era—and what era is he referring to? The early 1900s. Now we are in the year 2000. The same problem persists. The All-Wise and Merciful Being, who bestows the appropriate remedy for every ailment in every field, extending His hand to the fundamentals and principles of the Quran, has granted me, in my humble and inexperienced capacity, a glimmer of the Quran's most brilliant miraculous allegories , in my writings dedicated to the service of the Quran. The light of conscience is religious knowledge, the light of intellect
00:12:55 – 00:13:37
is secular sciences. The fusion of the two manifests divinity; with these two souls, the student's efforts soar; when they slander, prejudice arises from the first, and doubt from the second. So, what happens if you don't bring religion and science together? Either fanaticism or doubt arises. Now, look, they're asking our master the same question. Bediuzzaman Said Nursi, in response to high school students saying their teachers don't talk about God , says that every science, in its own unique language, constantly speaks of God . He says, "Don't listen to the sciences, listen to the sciences." In other words, the teachers don't talk about it, but listen to the sciences. Let's look at the specific, original sentence: Some high school students from Kastamonu
00:13:37 – 00:14:16
came to me. They said , "Our teachers, who introduce us to our Creator, don't talk about God." I said , "Every science you study, in its own unique language, constantly speaks of God and introduces the Creator. Don't listen to your opponents, listen to them." Thus, compared to these sciences, each of the hundreds of sciences, with its vast scope, its intelligent mirror , its telescopic eye, and its instructive religious guidance , reveals the Creator of this universe , the Almighty, through His names and perfections. In other words, all sciences reveal God Almighty. Our master concludes by saying, "This magnificent and brilliant proof of the oneness of God,
00:14:17 – 00:14:58
the aforementioned evidence, is taught through the verses of the Qur'an, which repeatedly state , 'The Lord of the heavens and the earth, and He created the heavens and the earth.' Look, it speaks of both heaven and earth. Who is their Lord and Creator? Then how were the heavens and the earth created?" I said to those who wrote the letters, "They are introducing us to our morals through these verses ." They completely accepted and affirmed it, and thankfully, they said, "We have received a lesson that is exactly the same truth . May God be pleased with you ." Now, let's come to this. Our master saw the problem and the solution. Let's come to the present. Both in the past and in the present, the same problem persists . The path of science and logic is recommended for the solution . Look how our master recommends it.
00:14:59 – 00:15:42
The Earth is a page. How many books are contained within it? A tree is a word. How many pages does it have? A letter, a seed, a point. In that point , there is the program index of a huge tree. Look, it has come down to the flower, to the tree, to its seed. It says there is a program in that seed . What is the index? Now we ask, what could the program index be? Professor Barbaros, you have 3 minutes left. Okay. Look, there are approximately 9 million living things to date. All of them are perfect. Could there be DNA, which is a perfect software program? Look, the chemical structure of this DNA consists of 5 different atoms:
00:15:42 – 00:16:23
carbon, hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen, phosphorus. Now I'm coming to human DNA. I mean, I'm getting to this point: If we can explain the order, art, and wisdom in science to the students, their minds will open, their perspective will change. Let me briefly say this: Human DNA has a diameter of 0.1 millimeters. Inside, there are 46 chromosomes. If we were to make the 46 chromosomes linear, their length would be 2 meters. Look, a single cell contains 2 meters of DNA. And on top of that DNA is all the functional information for the living organism . Where is that 2 meters compressed? Into 0.1 meters.
00:16:23 – 00:17:04
And on top of that, look, there are the codes for 20,000 different genes. I'll keep it brief. Let's consider all humans. The latest editions of books say there are at least 100 trillion cells. Look. A single cell contains 2 meters of DNA. 100 trillion cells contain 200 billion kilometers of DNA. If it were linear, consider the Earth and the Sun. My DNA circles the Earth 5 million times. My DNA travels from the Earth to the Sun 650 times . If students were taught this, saying, " Its size is 0.1 meters, its length is this much, and it contains this much information,
00:17:05 – 00:17:47
" I'm getting to the conclusion. We've also done a mathematical calculation. Imagine four letters. You're going to make a word of ten letters from those four letters . Look, four letters, a word of ten letters. The probability of spelling it correctly is over 1 million. So you'll take 4 letters, and you'll spell them in such a way that they form a 10-letter word, a meaningful word. The probability exceeds 1 million. Humans have 6 billion nucleotides. Do the math; all of them spell correctly. And there are 9 million species of living things. They spell correctly too. So what do we say? The DNA programming program miraculously provides this information.
00:17:47 – 00:18:28
Look at humans, 8.5 billion of them. Every person has a different voice, a different face, a different appearance. So what do we say? There is a personalized DNA program for each individual. We're coming to the end. Bediüzzaman Said Nursi, in his Risale-i Nur collection, addressed the most profound and destructive crisis facing the Islamic world – the irreligion or weakness in religion stemming from the misinterpretation of scientific knowledge – by providing answers through science and logic, thus saving the faith of millions. The result is that when science lessons are explained in detail through science and logic, students see perfect order, artistry, and wisdom. They might begin to think that it couldn't have been done on its own, that it couldn't have created the causes,
00:18:28 – 00:19:06
that it couldn't have created nature, that it couldn't have created evolution, and that only a creator with infinite knowledge, power, and will, God, could have created this perfection. So what do we recommend as a solution? To resolve the crisis of weakness of faith , we recommend emphasizing the order, art, and wisdom in science in education. That is , it has happened like this. Okay, that's good. But then it's necessary to emphasize the art, the order, and the wisdom in it . I give seminars like this. This is my last photo. We offer thousands of thanks and send thousands of prayers to everyone who contributed to the writing and transmission of the Risale-i Nur to us. Thank you.
00:19:10 – 00:19:51
We thank our esteemed teacher. As you know, a doctor first diagnoses the illness, then treats it accordingly, and gives medicine. Bediuzzaman, the doctor of the age, first diagnosed the illness well. There are two terrible situations in this time. He diagnoses one of them as the denial of divinity coming from science and philosophy. The Risale-i Nur also writes similarly. And people who read the Risale-i Nur acquire the quality and characteristic of being able to read and write the book of the universe, the work of God's power.
00:19:51 – 00:20:31
May God be pleased with you, esteemed Professor. Thank you very much. After Professor Barbaros, Professor Dr. İrfan Ömer İrfan Küfrevi Oğlu will be looking at the miracles of power in living things from a biochemical perspective. Isn't it very interesting? One professor doesn't see God, another professor talks about miracles of power. The same event. Yes, Professor, please proceed.
00:20:33 – 00:21:17
Assalamu alaikum. First of all, welcome. I would like to thank all my brothers and sisters who contributed to the organization of my congress. The death of Mr. Bağborus opened the topic. Now I will give examples, God willing. I hope it will be useful. I teach this subject in schools. I teach it in universities. I hope it will be a beneficial presentation. First of all , for about 200 years, the world has been under the influence of positivist philosophy, and positivist philosophy
00:21:17 – 00:21:58
attributes everything to chance and views nature as a generation. It only considers what enters the laboratory as science. Therefore, human emotions and thoughts are not taken into account. A human being is not merely a material entity; a human being has a soul, spirituality, eyes, ears, love, and other attributes. Therefore, when science is explained, when physics and chemistry are explained, we must certainly see God behind chemistry with a monotheistic perspective. And indeed, I am a biochemist.
00:21:58 – 00:22:42
Every subject in biochemistry perfectly explains God. I will try to give examples of this, God willing. Now, yesterday we listened to our professor, our religious scholar. He said that a thousand verses in the Quran are verses of the divine. Actually, this perspective exists in the Quran as well. We didn't derive this; we are applying the Quran's method, Alhamdulillah. And indeed, we understand the greatness and majesty of God very perfectly in our lessons. I won't interfere too much with Mr. Zeki's point, but now we are in the Milky Way galaxy, in a magnificent universe.
00:22:43 – 00:23:22
I got this from somewhere; it says it takes 100,000 years to travel from one end of the Milky Way to the other . 100,000 light-years. We live in such a magnificent universe . This is the solar system. Let my professor correct me if necessary. It is said that the Sun is 1,300,000 times larger than the Earth. I know that a star called Sikuti was discovered. It is 5 billion times larger than the Sun. There are even bigger stars. I'll leave that topic to my professor. It's not my concern. Now, while the universe is so magnificent, I wonder, what are we like? Look, when I explain this, my students say, "What could it be
00:23:23 – 00:24:04
? " They say, "It could be a roadmap or something." This is the reactions that occur in the cells of a human body, millions of connections, all interconnected. There are different cycles. There are metabolic processes, I won't go into the verses about that. They are all interconnected. And the principles of maximum economy apply in every cell. Neither too much nor too little is done, and we say that thousands of reactions occur in every cell at every moment . Therefore, the human body is actually more perfect than the universe.
00:24:04 – 00:24:47
I don't know how many galaxies there are in the universe right now, Professor Zeki, could you tell me? He couldn't do it at all. I know there are around 2 trillion galaxies . For example, the Milky Way has around 200 billion stars. In the human body, Professor Barbaros said 100 trillion earlier. Some reports say 37 trillion. It could be either. There are around 100 trillion atoms in every cell. So, humans are more amazing than the universe. So, 37 trillion or 100 trillion cells, a perfect being with around 100 trillion atoms in each cell, is the human being. Now, let me continue with the example of E. coli, one of the simplest living things.
00:24:47 – 00:25:27
E. coli bacteria, look, this is its structure, not a direct image, you're seeing it here as a picture taken with a normal electron microscope. Look, each of these is a cell and is about 7-8 microns in size. It weighs about 500 billionths of a gram . 500 billionths of a gram . I told my late professor Osman Demirci about it. He said, "No, it's not like that." Look, there are 7,000 different kinds of molecules in it
00:25:28 – 00:26:09
. 7,000 different kinds of molecules. Not individual molecules. Let me take a high-quality picture. Of those 7,000 types of molecules, 4,000 are proteins and 3,000 are nucleic acids. And if we put this bacteria in an environment, there are billions of them in our intestines, and if there are three simple substances in that environment— water, sugar, glucose, ammonia— it divides in twenty minutes, twenty minutes, and seven thousand different types of molecules are resynthesized. That is, seven thousand different molecules are made in twenty minutes. When I was a student, my professor asked me to synthesize a substance. I tried for two weeks
00:26:09 – 00:26:49
and couldn't do it. I sat down and cried. So, we can't produce even one substance, but a single type of bacteria can flawlessly create seven thousand different molecules in twenty minutes . Now, another example from biochemistry. The biosphere means the living sphere. Look, there's nitrogen in the air, as you know. One hundred and seventy-eight nitrogen atoms. The amount of nitrogen never changes. It was the same ten years ago, and the same a hundred years ago. So how is this balance maintained? God Almighty has established a magnificent ecological balance. Nitrogen has a triple chemical bond. It doesn't easily react. Special nitrogen-fixing bacteria have been created that convert it into ammonia.
00:26:50 – 00:27:31
And these bacteria convert nitrogen into ammonia. There's an energy source called ATP. Using this, they convert it into ammonia, which uses 12 moles of ATP per mole. Ammonia is then taken from another type of bacteria. It's converted into nitrate, which becomes fertilizer. And this fertilizer is given to plants. After the plant uses it, it converts it into amino acids and gives it to animals. The animal converts it into meat, protein, and gives it to humans. Humans excrete it into soil through feces. Despite using so many different organisms, the amount of nitrogen doesn't change. And we say that every living thing on this planet in the universe certainly has a purpose for creation.
00:27:31 – 00:28:12
I read this in a biology book. A biologist who lived in the BCE era . Of course, those were very backward things back then , the connection between knowledge and experience was very lacking. He said there are three types of living things: one, beneficial organisms; two, harmful organisms; and three, unnecessary organisms. We laugh at that now. There are no unnecessary organisms. That is, every created organism certainly has a place within an ecological balance . Again, another example from biochemistry : God Almighty created special things called enzymes, these biological catalysts, and they accelerate reactions by at least 100 million times. 100 million times. Look, in a study I'm working on...
00:28:12 – 00:28:52
We have an enzyme. Its structure is like this. It has a hollow region. This enzyme is responsible for binding carbon dioxide to this hollow region and converting it into carbonate. A million carbon dioxide molecules are bound and reacted every second. When I explain this, I say, if you had a shovel, how often would you shovel ? You'd shovel every 10 seconds. It's not about shoveling once a second, but 1 million carbon dioxide molecules are bound and reacted. That's how we can breathe . Look, carbon dioxide is formed in normal cells . As it's transported to the lungs
00:28:54 – 00:29:34
via the blood , it's converted into carbon dioxide in the blood. It's brought to a soluble state , and then, by reversing the reaction , it's converted back into carbon dioxide and expelled. There's something amazing about this. Again, of course, I need to speak in a language that children and young people can understand, but I'll give an example that appeals to all of us. For example, the miracle of the egg. Look, the Master also mentions this in many places. The egg is a miracle. We call the egg a complete food. Look, God creates a chick from an egg. The chick's eyes, ears, feathers, everything is created from the egg. All the raw materials are put inside. For example, to have a protein,
00:29:34 – 00:30:16
all 23 components must be present. They are all there. There are fats, minerals, everything is there, and in 21 days, the egg hatches and a chick is created. This is something a contractor couldn't even imagine . A contractor doesn't just gather all the materials and start building a building ; they rely on external sources. But God puts all the raw materials inside an egg , and it hatches in 21 days. This isn't just a chicken egg. God creates eagles. God creates peacocks. God has an immense heart. How can we test God after seeing this ? I'll give you an example. Look, there are approximately 17,000 pores in the shell of this egg . Things that putrefy
00:30:16 – 00:30:57
can enter and exit through these pores . Microbes can also enter, and they can. But they shouldn't be able to enter the egg. Look, we see God in the egg. He put two membranes. He wove them so finely that the microbe couldn't get in. The microbe's size is one thousandth of a millimeter. It's woven even finer than that. If it gets through, there's egg white. And in the egg white, there's an enzyme called lysozyme . Thousands of these are like a minefield. The microbe that passes through hits a mine. For a microbe to get inside and reach the egg yolk , it has to go back four steps. It has to pass the shell. It has to pass two membranes and a minefield
00:30:57 – 00:31:38
to reach the egg yolk . I say, friends, if it can get past these four steps, it's permissible to eat it, it deserves it. Yes. Now, another thing, protein synthesis. Look, our professor just explained protein. From DNA, we see the structure of this DNA. From DNA, this protein, this perfect protein, is made. A lot of substances are used in making this protein. There are special factories called ribosomes . Look at the ecology, in the bacteria and E. coli I showed earlier, there are approximately 20,000 factories. Just one 20,000 factories. A single liver cell
00:31:38 – 00:32:18
has 10 million factories. 10 million factories. Of course, a population of 100 trillion would have 10 million things . And it 's like thinking of 100 amino acids, 100 beads on a rosary, made up of protein amino acids . 20 types of amino acids. It has a valuable sequence. 100 of them are cheaply linked . In Echolide, it happens in 5 seconds . Stringing a rosary takes 5 seconds; even stringing it would take 10 minutes. Binding 100 amnesites cheaply, then it happens in 5 seconds in these factories. So, everything is amazing. Another thing, proteins are made. Think of it like a rosary, then it folds.
00:32:18 – 00:33:03
As you can see here, it needs to have a certain structure, a certain conformation. This is explicitly mentioned in books. It's expressed as the Leventhal paradox. If a protein has 100 amnesites, that is, if a rosary has 100 beads, and each has 10 forms in space, we call it a conformation, that's 10 to the power of 100 possibilities. I repeat, 100 amnesites, each with 10 conformations, what does 10 to the power of 100 mean? Multiply that by 100. And if it were a coincidence, even if the time it would take for a protein to fold by chance were 10 to the power of minus 13 seconds, or 1/10¹³ of a second, or 1/10 billionth of a billionth,
00:33:03 – 00:33:45
it would take 10 to the power of 77 years for a protein to fold by chance. They say the lifespan of the universe is 10 to the power of 50 years. They might be even more right. It wouldn't be enough for the lifespan of the universe. Yet, thousands of proteins are being made in every cell every moment, folding perfectly. This is yet another proof of God's power. How's my time, professor? Okay, let me finish. Now, as Professor Barbaros explained earlier , mRNA is made from DNA, and then proteins are made from it . Let 's move on to this. Look, this is a section of the DNA that Professor Barbaros explained earlier . What we call a nucleosenter. Look how wonderful it is. God also creates beautifully. It's surrounded
00:33:45 – 00:34:31
by DNA, proteins , and a two-meter-long piece of DNA is placed inside the visible cell . And in a single piece of DNA, there are approximately 20,000 genes, again over two meters long . Although all 3 trillion cells in a human have DNA spanning 2 meters, not every gene is activated in every cell. For example, albumin only activates in the liver. Dorotopsin only activates in the eyes. For instance , they've mutated flies. The flies' legs, and what I'm about to show you, have grown from their heads. By the way, a small point about evolution, let me say this first. Francis Colin, a scientist, says that a human being is a book of 3.2 billion letters containing all the information about them—
00:34:31 – 00:35:11
that is, this DNA. He says that when you start examining it page by page, it's impossible not to feel a sense of awe. He says this is proof of God's existence. There's also a quote from Max Planck. He says that every human being formed by science is likened to a temple . When a person enters the temple of science , a sign appears before them saying, "Believe." Now, evolutionists explain this with mutations. What is a mutation? It's a normal disruption in DNA. Why does it happen? It happens from x-cilant, then x-cilant. So what kind of final result does it produce? Look, as you can see, the duck becomes four-legged.
00:35:11 – 00:35:53
Four legs isn't better, no, it can't walk. There's one of the sickle-shaped, supreme regiments. Look, as you can see here, one of thousands of molecules. Look, T has been replaced by A. It's called Thymine A. Look what happened to the alivar. The normal state of that alivar is what we call the sickle-shaped, supreme alimist. So, if it's not even a base, the alivars are ruined. And again, as you can see here, this fly is a normal fly. This one is a mutant fly. It has normal antennae. Where the antennae should be, legs have grown. There's a gene called Foxgen, responsible for legs. They activate the mutation, legs grow from the head. So,
00:35:53 – 00:36:35
according to evolutionists, our legs could have grown from our heads. Again, the wings of bees have disappeared or they've become four-winged. Again, unfortunately, evolutionists often present people with either wrong or false information, like the jaw of a tree in proportion to a human head. Look, there's this Pilkton man, and I'll end it like this: there was a man called Pilkton in 1912... In England, they supposedly find something, call it a human ancestor, leave it to a musical instrument, and here, they don't allow anyone to examine it for 30 years. After 30 years, they see that the jawbone and the skull are of different ages. Good heavens, how can the same thing be different?
00:36:36 – 00:37:17
Later, it's said that the skull belongs to a human and the jawbone to a monkey, and that it was assembled, bones were inserted, and a potential preservative was added to make it appear older. Look, it's written in English, "Britain's greatest fraud." So, if this is science, what need is there for this fraud? All scientists to date have not been able to produce an experiment that can create a living organism from inanimate matter . Therefore, evolution has no truth. We are explaining this to our congress, thank God. And there is something called the "era of invention" by the master. Can one species arise from another
00:37:17 – 00:37:58
? Look, the master says this in his commentary on the "Ishare of Invention," which he wrote in the 1910s . I'll finish here . If you want, I can read it and finish. In zoology , the number of species, like Ishmael, exceeds 200,000. For each species, an Adam, a predecessor, is necessary. These predecessors, these Adams, do not have circular bodies ; they must have come into existence directly and without intermediary through the divine will . God has a law of creation. Creation is creating from nothing. It is without cause. He created without cause, and the idea that some species should be derived from others
00:37:58 – 00:38:38
is contrary to the concept of monotheism. And genetics does not accept this. For example, God creates a lineage from a horse and a donkey, but the lineage does not continue. Therefore, Alhamdulillah, with these congresses, and with Master Talha and Bülfeyiz, we have, God willing, completely dismantled the theory of evolution. Yes, this is the latest. Last week we held a congress in Trabzon, the 10th one, Alhamdulillah. And unfortunately, the Republic and its writers have gone mad because of this. God willing, as the Master says, nature is formed by chance, and the decision given in the Risale-i Rüzev regarding the expulsion and banishment of the network of corruption from the Islamic world has been executed. May God be pleased with him.
00:38:41 – 00:39:23
We thank our esteemed professor very much. Dear friends, at this point, we have learned that the description of God in the Prophet's and the Quran's description of God is actually the same as the description of God in science , that they confirm each other . That is, we actually read the infinite knowledge, power, names and attributes of God in matter, in living things. At one time , some people said that the truest guide is science, and they used this sentence to distance people from religion . Now we say yes, science is the truest guide.
00:39:24 – 00:39:46
Every science, with its own special language , shows God, reveals God . Thank you, esteemed professor. Our other speaker, our third speaker, is Professor Dr. Recep Gündoğan. According to Said Nursi, the principles of scientific thinking in Islamic thought. Please, esteemed professor.
00:40:29 – 00:41:11
My respected professors, valuable participants, I greet you all with respect. I thank all our brothers and sisters who have made great efforts in organizing this conference symposium . In the name of Allah, the Most Gracious, the Most Merciful. Praise be to Allah, the All-Encompassing, the One who teaches writing with the pen, and to the Perfect Teacher, Muhammad Mustafa, who said, "Seek knowledge even if it is in China," and
00:41:11 – 00:41:58
peace and blessings be upon his family and companions who pursued knowledge. I seek refuge in Allah from useless knowledge. Following the command of the Quran and the Prophet, who proclaim the sovereignty of Allah with the wondrous art and the benefit and expediency attached to it, and who encourage knowledge, the time has come for us to undertake scientific studies that we try to understand through the lens of meaning. Much of
00:41:59 – 00:42:34
the science that our professors have taught us, and that we try to understand through the lens of meaning, has been practiced by the Western world for the past few years. However, we did this once before, in the 8th and 13th centuries. We can do it again. Master Bediüzzaman Said Nursi, in the first article of his book "Muhammad Muhakemat," provides the foundations of this with twelve premises. This is the aim of our presentation.
00:42:55 – 00:43:44
There is a global crisis in education and science. We are living in an age of crisis. On the one hand, we are under a bombardment of information; on the other hand, we are experiencing an information crisis. The information crisis facing the world is a crisis of truth, a crisis of trust, a crisis of meaning, and a crisis of purpose. The reasons for this are, in short, three. One is the separation, or rather the discarding, of religious sciences from scientific or rational sciences in secular education
00:43:44 – 00:44:21
. The second is the atomization of science, its division into parts, and the incomprehensibility of its integrity . The third is that today, science is mostly studied with a utilitarian approach. "Muhakemat" offers solutions to these problems. That is, "Muhakemat," with its own concepts, responds to today's information and science crises.
00:44:26 – 00:45:09
We will address these in the following slides of our presentation. Many Islamic scholars, such as Naqi al-Attas, Ismail Raji Faruqi, Sayyid Hussein Naz, Osman Bakar, and Zahidun Serdar, had worked to Islamize knowledge and to pave the way for Muslims to engage in scholarly pursuits again
00:45:09 – 00:45:59
. Yet, this knowledge was readily available. The answer to their question was: What is Islamic knowledge? How can we call it Islamic knowledge? Master Bediuzzaman Said Nursi provided the answer in his work, *Muhakemat*. He was responding to a question or idea from Glaston, the British Muslim Minister
00:45:59 – 00:46:43
. In other words, while on one hand he was trying to establish a university that would integrate scientific and religious knowledge , on the other hand he was laying the foundation for a holistic method that would examine sciences literally and comprehensively, integrating scientific and religious knowledge. Indeed, in this respect, *Muhakemat* is not a work that merely recounts the past. This is a call to build the scientific mindset of the future.
00:46:45 – 00:47:32
Yes, as we said earlier, the first article has 12 premises. I have tried to explain 10 principles as far as I understand them. These are reason versus revelation, the convergence of ideas, Israiliyat (Jewish traditions), Greek philosophy, fame, metaphor, division of labor, exaggeration, no, it is fundamental, the speaker cannot be preserved, and the issue of the core and the winter. While doing this, I first tried to explain the connection of each principle with the concept of Tawhid (Oneness of God)
00:47:32 – 00:48:13
, its meaning in modern science, and which global crisis it addresses. Yes, the first is reason versus revelation. As our master said, when reason and revelation conflict, reason is interpreted in favor of the original revelation. But reason must be that reason. That is, it must be sound reason. First of all, it should be said that what is important here is not just giving priority to reason.
00:48:14 – 00:49:02
The main issue is that the activity of searching for truth should be carried out on the basis of reason, evidence, and investigation. Said Nursi also emphasizes that the Quran's discussion of cosmological matters does not mean explaining them as independent books of natural science; rather, he stresses that cosmological expressions are related to the Quran's primary purposes. In other words, this principle does not close off the field of revelation research; it opens up the realm of reason and observation. Reason investigates within this realm, but reason itself must be sound reason. Indeed, reason is a principle that ensures
00:49:02 – 00:49:43
the integration of knowledge in the realm of revelation, the overcoming of the crisis of meaning, and the strengthening of science on a moral foundation. According to him, the source of disagreement is either the misuse of reason or the interpretation of revelation by taking it out of context. The Quran is not something that excludes reason, but rather a divine guide that leads it to truth under the guidance of revelation.
00:49:43 – 00:50:30
Therefore, sound reason and the correct reason are not two rivals of truth, but two witnesses that complement each other. Modern understanding of knowledge has led to a profound separation between reason and revelation, science and values, fact and wisdom . This fragmentation of knowledge has become one of the fundamental dynamics fueling the crisis of meaning and purpose in science. Here, this relationship between reason and revelation shows us that there are no limits to asking questions; the only limit is sophistry, and beyond that, there are no other limits.
00:50:32 – 00:51:14
In other words, we can view science, and scientific studies in particular, as a kind of appetite-driven activity. The activity of cosmic appetite. Therefore, we say that the door to appetite, that is, cosmic appetite, is open. There is no obstacle to entering it. Because we have a great treasure in our hands for these research questions. We have the Holy Quran, which contains both the wet and the dry. Our duty is to develop a method to understand the secrets in that Holy Quran methodologically
00:51:14 – 00:51:56
. To try to understand it, and our master has actually done this. This is what our master did in all of the Risale-i Nur. And we, as scholars, need to review the Risale-i Nur again with this perspective. My dear professor, five minutes left. Yes, science is not a commercial commodity. We talk about boundaries, for example, we say there are no boundaries in the West, but if scientific research is not supported , those scientific studies cannot be done. I have already said what I really wanted to say. Briefly, the second principle is the convergence of ideas. That is, citing sources, which is very important in science.
00:51:57 – 00:52:38
That is, respecting previous studies. It is about benefiting from them. I can explain the consequences when this doesn't happen. Our master says the third is related to Israel and Greek philosophy. The third principle is blindly imitating something. Now, our master says that everyone can benefit from each other in science, but these shouldn't be blindly imitated. Yes, today the main problems related to Israel can be expressed as an understanding of knowledge based on authority, the unquestioning acceptance of
00:52:38 – 00:53:19
incorrect information, and cultural interpretations replacing truth . In other words, disinformation, information manipulation, conspiracy theories, and epistemological trust crises can all be said to be the equivalent of Israel. The fourth is fame. That is, relying on an authority, being unable to escape the tyranny of that authority, to put it another way. This is the state of our universities. When everyone isn't benefiting from their work, there's a problem.
00:53:19 – 00:54:02
Everyone is imitating what their professor does. Of course, our master uses this in a different sense in his interpretations, but we can understand it in this sense in modern science . Yes, we can say that fame, blind obedience to authority, academic elitism, and a prestige-centered understanding of science result in young researchers being unable to express their original ideas, and different viewpoints not being visible. They say that if metaphor falls from the hands of science into the hands of ignorance, it truly leads to revolution. That is, it opens the door to superstition. Again, according to this principle, metaphor is quite normal.
00:54:02 – 00:54:44
However, it should not be taken out of context. Therefore, this needs to be done in scientific research as well. Yes, metaphor can also be expressed as misinterpretation. The sixth is division of labor. That is, it is actually a division of labor. But this division of labor should not mean the division of truth. This is the situation in the West today. Everyone studies a part of science. In fact, no one possesses the whole. This does not produce knowledge that looks at the meaning literally, as described earlier.
00:54:47 – 00:55:27
Yes, exaggeration, that is, revealing the truth in its nakedness. That is one of the most important aspects in modern science and scientific writing. There is no need for embellishment; the truths and results are presented. Yes, no, that is essential, that is the principle. So, this gives these scientists a very broad perspective. It shows us that the essential thing is good, and that scientific studies will ultimately yield beneficial results . Yes, we continue.
00:55:28 – 00:56:13
The responsibility of the scholar, that is, our master, by saying that one cannot be certain from the obstacles that come to understanding in a statement , opens the way for free speech and free research. He prevents the tyranny that obstructs this, which is one of the problems in the Islamic world today. My dear professor, your time is up. Yes, I've already reached the end of the 10th. It's a matter of the essence. That is, dealing with the core of the matter and staying away from details. If we do this, we can reach the truth faster, and our things, other things,
00:56:13 – 00:56:53
will not preoccupy us. Our master explains this in the 12th introduction. He says that the reason for the decline of the madrasas is that they dealt with higher sciences and instrumental sciences. He says they couldn't find time for higher sciences. Our master says that we need to deal with the core, and therefore the superficial . Yes, I'll skip that. Finally, as a conclusion, reasoning
00:56:53 – 00:57:35
presents a model of scientific mentality construction that complements the model science, ethical epistemology, and ontological aspects of the Quran. Thank you for listening. We thank our esteemed professor. According to Bediuzzaman, the principles of scientific mentality are listed in points. As you know, the realities of existence are the rays of the name of God, the manifestations of His attributes. If a person engaged in scientific studies cannot move from matter to meaning, cannot read the attributes, then their scale of understanding is dulled, corrupted.
00:57:35 – 00:58:15
It means the ego is not fulfilling its duty. It means they are not fulfilling the great trust. Therefore, even if they know thousands of sciences, they are still ignorant. Now, sir, we looked at very small things with Burdebi. Starting with Professor Barbaros, Professor İrfan. Now let's look at the big ones. As you know, Professor Zeki Eker is a professor specializing in astronomy and space sciences. He's a professor and doctor. His work focuses on secular and Islamic understanding of science, historical perspectives, and Quranic solutions to denials stemming from secularism. Please, Professor
00:58:17 – 00:58:56
. He's coming, right? He is. Actually, today I won't be talking about astrophysics; I'll be talking a little about the history of science. The aim of our work is to examine secular and Islamic understanding of science from a historical perspective and to seek solutions to problems arising from secular science. Now, let's first look at what the understanding of science is. The understanding of science isn't what a person understands by the word "science," but rather the purpose of scientists in doing science, their expectations from science, their way of understanding and using its results, and even the entire value system assigned to science within their worldview.
00:58:57 – 00:59:39
Yes, now let's compare. Secular understanding of science and Islamic understanding of science. If we compare them... Now, the Islamic understanding of science, of course, can be traced back to Adam in the Islamic period, but historically, it emerged in the 7th century BC. But the secular understanding of science emerged after Thales in the 7th century BC. Now, the aim here, according to the Islamic understanding of science, is to elevate human values ​​through learning, meaning that humanity is prioritized. Yunus Emre expressed this beautifully: "Knowledge is knowing, knowledge is knowing yourself; if you don't know yourself, what good is all this reading?"
00:59:40 – 01:00:23
In contrast, the purpose of scientists, why do they do science, is to learn about the universe and the events and phenomena within it. To understand, explain, predict, and even control them. Now, according to the Islamic understanding of science, the universe was created. There is a divine purpose in its creation. This is best exemplified in verse 27 of Surah Sad, which states, "We did not create the heavens and the earth and what is between them in vain." Now, in philosophy, there's the understanding that attributing the existence of the universe and its events and phenomena to divine powers halts the activity of science. We could list these differences.
01:00:23 – 01:01:06
But here's an example book. This is an internationally recognized English-language book used at the university entrance level. It has been translated into Turkish as part of the "Understanding the Universe" series. In this work, he has dedicated a page directly to the topics of science, cosmology, and faith. If we briefly summarize that page, he says that the most fundamental reason science avoids using God in explanations is that it has been very successful in explaining the material world without ever referencing God.
01:01:07 – 01:01:47
The aim of science is to use natural causes to explain natural results. If Newton had explained the falling of objects to Earth with God, he would never have developed the theory of gravity. If we use God to explain the Big Bang , we have no reason left to seek an explanation with natural causes . The use of supernatural explanations halts the activity of science. Of course, it halts the activity of secular science. This doesn't mean that God cannot be an explanation. Science does not deny the existence of God.
01:01:48 – 01:02:33
They have tried to soften the argument by saying that God is merely outside its realm. In contrast, representing the Islamic perspective, Nursi says that in humanity, from Adam to the present day, two great currents, two chains of thought, have branched out everywhere and in every stratum of humanity, like two great trees. One is the chain of prophethood and religion, the other is the chain of philosophy and wisdom. We can also view these as the Islamic understanding of science and the secular understanding of science. Whenever these two chains have intertwined and cooperated—that is, whenever the chain of philosophy
01:02:33 – 01:03:17
has entered and obeyed the chain of religion and served it— humanity has experienced a brilliant period of happiness. Otherwise, all that happiness has been concentrated on the side of prophethood and religion. Now, let's examine these understandings from a historical perspective. In ancient civilizations, science existed from its very beginnings. We could call this pre-Thalassic science. Mythology dominated this period. Let's look at the Sumerians, around 3000-2000 BC. They knew the base-60 number system. They had a pictorial, symbolic, and writing system. They used the multiplication table and the number pi
01:03:17 – 01:03:58
(3.125) in area and volume calculations. Babylon went even further. They developed astronomical, mathematical, and geometric concepts. Fractional numbers, square roots, cube roots, first-degree and second-degree equations. Triangles subtending the diameter of a circle are right-angled. This is the Pythagorean theorem. Pythagoras didn't discover it; it was actually present in Tashiya and Babylon. They divided the circle into 360 degrees. We owe the fact that a minute is 60 minutes, an hour is 60 minutes, a minute is 60 seconds, and a second is 60 seconds to the Babylonians. We still use clocks today. They found the year with a fairly precise accuracy, with an error of about 4.5 minutes.
01:03:58 – 01:04:40
They found that lunar and solar eclipses occur every 18 years. So where did this information come from? This information is all recorded. It's all written on clay tablets, and you see that they established libraries for this purpose. Do you see that Egypt advanced even further in medicine before Christ? But we owe the fact that a day has 24 hours to the Egyptians. Now, if we generalize, in ancient science and ancient civilizations, science remained at an empirical and technical level, focused on gathering information, addressing practical interests and needs. There was no place for scientific models and generalizations. For example, astronomy was used to make calendars.
01:04:41 – 01:05:23
Mathematics was used for land measurements and business calculations, while medicine was used for curing illnesses and warding off evil spirits. In this period, there were gods and goddesses who controlled nature and humanity. There were gods for everything. There was a god of wind, a god of earth, a god of sky. And then, it seemed as if these gods even controlled human emotions. There was a god of love, a god of hate. Disturbed by this, Thales suggested, for the first time, a worldview without a god. Therefore, Thales symbolizes the transition from mythological to rational thought. His view was that the world floats on water like a piece of wood.
01:05:23 – 01:06:09
This is recorded as the first rational worldview. This idea of ​​Thales was continued by Anaximander Anaximenes, the Ionian school. After the Ionian school, there is Pythagoras and the Pythagorean school, which proposed a metaphysical world. And you see, Thales' idea reaches its highest level in the Athenian school, with Plato and Aristotle. Now, in contrast to Thales' idea, Plato argues that God, looking at the perfect, eternal world of ideas , created this flawed, mortal world.
01:06:09 – 01:06:50
In contrast, Aristotle divides this eternal and mortal world into the supra-lunar and supra-lunar realms . As you can see, the supra-lunar realm is the eternal, perfect, unchanging realm. Why? Because there are concentric circles within it. In each circle, the sun, moon, Mercury, Venus, Mars, Jupiter, and the outermost sphere of stars are in uniform circular motion. Because their motion is periodic, they are constantly moving. So there is no end to them. They have neither a beginning nor an end. But in the sublunary realm, since movements are
01:06:50 – 01:07:32
already limited and linear, they have to end somewhere. Linear motion. A mover is necessary for motion. This is Aristotle's physics. Except for living beings, their movement is self-generated. Separation from the hierarchical position is the cause of motion. Speed ​​is proportional to force. A strong horse goes faster. If the gap between the horse and the carriage is broken, it stops. Aristotle established his worldview and physics with these kinds of principles. Now, where is God in this thought? God exists. Because in the supralunary realm, those movements exist, and He is there as the prime mover who initiated those movements.
01:07:32 – 01:08:15
So, actually, Thales's thought doesn't seem to have succeeded. This is a hierarchical, static view of the universe. It was the first, the most advanced, worldview of its time, and it occupied and influenced humanity for two thousand years. Now, according to the secular understanding, science entered a dark age after Ptolemy and Galen. That is, it has come without seeing the scientific activities produced by the Islamic world. Secular science, after roughly 14 centuries of slumber, awoke in the 15th century. It jumps from Ptolemy to Copernicus.
01:08:16 – 01:08:57
Where? Copernicus is right there. However, Islamic civilization inherited the scientific tradition from Ptolemy and others and attempted to develop the geocentric theory. They also gifted humanity with the concept of the observatory. That is, they were the first to establish observatories; those before them had made observations, but they didn't have specific observatories. They made their observations here and there on their own. But Islamic astronomers established an observatory. Thanks to astronomical observations, new branches of science emerged. For example, al-Khwarizmi introduced algebra as the first branch of science. Trigonometry by al-Battani.
01:08:57 – 01:09:43
And trigonometric formulas by Abu'l-Wafa, Buzyani, Ibn Yunus, al-Biruni, Abu Kamil al-Shuja, al-Khujandi, and even Omar Khayyam, which today are called Gaussian triangles, are used to describe the building coefficients. Actually, it's the Omar Khayyam triangle. Ibn Astam established optics. Chemistry was developed by Jabir ibn Khayyam. The Istanbul Observatory was the culmination of observatories supported by sultans like Asiya, Qasiyun, Malikshah, Maragha, and Samarkand . Look, the Istanbul Observatory existed for exactly 7 years, until 1575.
01:09:43 – 01:10:23
It was bombarded from the sea and destroyed. And Copernicus, as you can see here, existed before the Istanbul Observatory; the colors here also relate to how long each scientist lived. After the Istanbul Observatory, there was the Tako Burakhan Observatory; these were contemporary observatories, and they also did something else. So, after we destroyed the Istanbul Observatory, we see that observatories were built one after another in Europe. The Leiden Observatory is here. This shows the historical flow. Hevelius is here, the Copenhagen Observatory is here, the Paris Observatory is here, the Garniche Observatory is here.
01:10:23 – 01:11:03
We demolished the last observatory. After that, Europe continued that tradition, the tradition of establishing observatories. Professor, you have 3 minutes left, 3 minutes to remind you. Yes, Aristotle's worldview and physics begin to be questioned when we come to Galileo. Galileo conducted experiments, you see, he throws two things, one heavy and one light, to see which one falls to the ground faster . Then Kepler, from the observations of Taco Brahe, discovers Kepler's laws. These are three laws. Let's not waste time reading them. Newton's laws are derived from Kepler's laws . These Newton's laws
01:11:03 – 01:11:45
describe motion . Newton's laws express a mechanical, static worldview, and after Newton's laws , after Newton's laws of physics, the universe begins to be perceived as a constantly functioning machine . That is, not an infinite universe, but a perfectly functioning machine. The mechanical, static worldview benefited atheists. The era of open denial in science begins then. So, in 1802, Pierre Simon Laplace, the person you see here, wrote a work. He wrote a book called "Celestial Mechanics." In this book, he explained how the universe works using mathematics, physics, and laws.
01:11:45 – 01:12:28
He presented it to Napoleon , who said, "Mr. Laplace, in this great work describing the universe, you haven't mentioned God as the creator of the universe." Laplace replied, "Your Majesty, I didn't feel the need for such a hypothesis." So, supposedly, secular science had reached its peak. With new discoveries, the mechanical, static worldview was so successful that Lord Kelvin, the father of mechanics and dynamics, said in a speech at the Royal Institute in the early 1900s that there was nothing left to discover in physics, and that the only thing left
01:12:28 – 01:13:09
was to make more precise measurements. This triggered a crisis in science, which Einstein resolved. Einstein put forward a worldview that, while not abandoning Newton's worldview, went even further. The 1905 and 1915 theories of special and general relativity, the theory of relativity, and the model of a constantly expanding, dynamic universe. To this day, no worldview beyond Einstein's has been presented. While there have been suggestions, such as Stephen Hawking, Stephen
01:13:09 – 01:13:48
Hawking hasn't replaced Einstein. Currently, Einstein still holds the most recent worldview, the secular worldview . Now, let's look at how secular science works. Yes, secular science is based on experiment and observation. It filters experimental observations through certain principles. These principles work to save face. His student Edox also said, "Just save face." And there's also the rule established by Thales: no place will be given to God or supernatural powers. Explanations won't be based on that.
01:13:49 – 01:14:30
That's how things are established: scientific models, theories, explanations, or whatever you want to call them. Now, several theories may have emerged. Of course, it's impossible for all of them to be correct. Only one will be correct. What is it? The criteria for scientific validity are coming back into play. The theory must be consistent with observations. If it's not consistent with observations, it's discarded, and you have to find one that is. A second characteristic is that it must be testable. If it doesn't produce testable predictions, the model theory changes. At the very least, if there are still theories, one must be chosen. They choose that one using the third principle:
01:14:30 – 01:15:17
the simplest, most aesthetic, most symmetrical, easiest theory with the fewest unknowns is the correct one. This winning model is then used again, and observations begin again based on its suggestions, and the cycle continues. My dear professor, your time is up. You're leaving a really important part. The decision is yours. Yes, now when the second cycle begins, there's an additional condition, for example, a new theory. It must be able to explain all the observations, both old and new. From this point on, when we look at it, the geocentric, hierarchical, static universe model of Aristotle
01:15:17 – 01:15:59
emerged in the first cycle. Newton's worldview emerged in the second cycle. And Einstein's emerged in the third cycle. Now, when we look at this, the functioning of secular science may seem different with different perspectives and approaches . How is it seen? For example, from a positivist perspective, positivism, founded by Auguste Comte and extending back to the Vienna Circle, states that science progresses through theories and hypotheses. A theory is put forward and proven. Anything that cannot be proven is not scientific, and if it's not scientific, it's wrong.
01:15:59 – 01:16:40
Karl Popper, another philosopher of science, overturned this positivist idea. He argues that according to positivism, scientists try to prove theories. But Popper says that the task of scientists is not to prove theories, but to try to falsify them. In other words, scientists try to falsify theories; a theory that cannot be falsified is a true theory. But when you look at it, a theory may or may not be verifiable. So, it could be either. In this case, a third view emerges, that science
01:16:40 – 01:17:21
progresses through revolutions, as Thomas Kuhn put it. Now, this is a valid point. Now let's look at the question of whether worldviews and theories are true. Such worldviews exist. Is absolute reality attainable? There's the example of Galileo Galilei. In 1632, he wrote a book called "Dialogue on the Two Chief Systems of the World." And in 1633, a year later, he was excommunicated by Engels. Why? Because he said the Earth rotates. Why does he say the Earth rotates? Because he puts forward the heliocentric view of the universe put forward by Copernicus. When you put the Sun at the center, right? The Sun doesn't move. For night and day, the Earth must rotate.
01:17:22 – 01:18:04
But what does Engels say? He says the Earth is at the center. By rotating the Sun around the Earth, you can create night and day. Now let's ask. Which one is correct? Which one is correct? No, sir. Now, is the Earth the center of the universe? No. Is it the Sun? That's not it either. So, it's not correct. Neither of them is correct. Why did they argue like this? If you look closely, either both are right or both are wrong. So, what's Einstein's latest theory today? Albert Einstein, four fundamental forces, laws of physics, expanding universe. Is that correct? How do we know it's correct? That it won't change someday
01:18:04 – 01:18:44
? Won't what happened to Galileo happen to him? Yes. According to the secular understanding of science, absolute reality is unknowable. You cannot know absolute reality . Claiming theories as absolute reality means not knowing how secular science works. This includes the theory of evolution. It doesn't express reality either. Let's remember. What did Koppelis say? He said that the use of supernatural explanations, that is, explanations of supernatural forces,
01:18:44 – 01:19:24
stops the activity of science, right? Similarly, accepting theories as reality yields the same result. Yes. This has led to instrumentalism in our science . Now let's look at the Istanbul understanding of science. This is the most important point now. What is the difference? But Professor, too much time has passed. What? Too much time has passed. If you want, I can stop. But it stopped right at the important point . If you want, I can stop, Professor. We would appreciate a summary, esteemed professor. Yes, the Islamic understanding of science—this is where it comes in .
01:19:24 – 01:20:04
It's very different from the secular understanding. It's not inductive, it's detective-like. And what it calls inductive is the matter of induction and deduction. For example, how do we describe the secular understanding of science? It's an understanding of science produced by biased observations , avoiding answering certain "why" and "how" questions because it's unscientific , and contenting itself with the "how" answers it provides . The secular understanding of science. Yes, it's produced from observations, so it uses the inductive method. Now, why does it avoid the "why" and "how" questions? We see the best example of this in Stephen Hawking. He says that we can reveal how the world
01:20:04 – 01:20:46
was created, how it began, and how it has come to this day with models , down to the finest detail. But why was this universe created? We don't know that. That is, it can't. Secular science cannot answer the "why" and "how" questions. For example, the gravitational force is inversely proportional to the square of the distance. Another question, right? Why does the sun exist? The universe is expanding. Why does the sun exist? The universe can't answer these kinds of questions. The problem is the internet. You'll find things there. Instead of answering the why and how, they answer how. So, if you ask why earthquakes happen, it will immediately tell you that faults are breaking there.
01:20:46 – 01:21:27
It doesn't answer the reason. Why does it rain? Water flows away, seeking cold places, but I'm not asking about that. I'm asking why it rains, why? There's no answer to that. Yes, according to the Islamic understanding of science, and this understanding was best expressed by al-Kindi in the 1870s, science is knowing the truth of existence. In fact, the secular understanding of science has nothing to do with seeking the truth of existence. Let's look at the Islamic understanding of science. What is it? We need to define that too. Its general framework is fixed by the conditions of faith. You know the conditions of faith: belief in God,
01:21:27 – 01:22:09
faith in His angels, His books. The material details are left to human interest and learning. It's part of the Islamic worldview that prioritizes the development of human beings and their abilities . So, there is an Islamic worldview. The Islamic understanding of science is a part of it. What is it? It's deductive. Didactic. The shape of the world, its movement, its position in the universe, whether the universe is static or vast, are not priorities in the Islamic worldview . That's why events like Galileo's didn't happen in the Islamic world. There, they crushed him, burned his nose.
01:22:10 – 01:22:50
That's the reason. A question comes to mind: Has such information been forgotten or excluded from the Islamic worldview? Is there no such information in the Quran? No. On the contrary, there are many verses that shed light on such information. The roundness of the Earth, the vastness of the universe, the sevenfold scale of the universe, the lifespan of the sun—all are in the Quran. Look, there are verses here. However , the characteristic of these verses is that they are allegorical. That is, they are not immediately understandable. Why? Because they were veiled to avoid causing trouble for the early Muslims , especially the Prophet Muhammad.
01:22:51 – 01:23:33
Why? Because the evidence must be clearer and more understandable than the claim. Otherwise, the evidence becomes problematic. That's why these verses are veiled. There are many verses that command observation, drawing conclusions from observations, and thinking . Yes, the working scheme of secular science can be adapted to Islam with a small modification. Look, this is very important. The secular understanding of science can be adapted to Islam with a small modification . Yes, what was it? We see it. Experimental observation. Plato said, " Save appearances," didn't he? That's where all the problems lie.
01:23:33 – 01:24:18
First, we'll discard Plato's idea . Then, instead of experimentation and observation, we'll replace it with revelation and observation/experiment. What will we say about that? Because revelation guides us. It provides motivation. If there's an event, we'll consider the wisdom in that event. And the same functioning pattern can continue in the same way. But what will we say about the assertion that ultimate reality is unknowable ? Secular science says ultimate reality is unknowable. Is there a counterpart to this in the Islamic worldview, in the Islamic understanding of science? Yes, there is. For example, let's assume there's a treasure in the sea filled with countless gems and treasures
01:24:18 – 01:25:00
. Nursi mentions this in his writings. The divers, like a "gavvas," dive to search for the jewels of that treasure. Because their eyes are closed, they search by feel. One finds a long diamond. That diver concludes that the entire treasure consists of these pillars, of these kinds of gold. Another finds something else. Another finds something else. He thinks that the others are merely resemblances to it, that is, things similar to it. The verses of the Quran, which are the ocean of truths, are like a diver searching for the treasure in that sea . In fact, the Quran tells us
01:25:00 – 01:25:43
how the world and the universe are . So which is more important? We see this question now: scientific knowledge or revelation? What do we mean by scientific knowledge? What do we mean by revealed knowledge ? Yes, scientific knowledge is all kinds of information about phenomena and events in the universe derived from experiment and observation. Scientific knowledge. We can also call this Islamic knowledge. This includes worldview, religious practice, exegesis, hadith, theology, jurisprudence, law— all kinds of knowledge derived from the Quran. Now, when you look at it, while scientific knowledge is necessary for areas such as defense, national development, health, medicine, and
01:25:43 – 01:26:29
agriculture , the Islamic worldview is necessary for the preservation of law, the establishment of justice, and the continuation of security, safety, and peace in individual and social life. We cannot compromise on either one. Both are necessary. Yes, I think we call scientific knowledge and the knowledge explained through the Islamic worldview wisdom , don't we? When you look at it, it's like two sides of a coin. Which side of a coin is more valuable? They are both the same. It's the same thing. However, when answering the question of "how" on the scientific knowledge side, there is self-control.
01:26:30 – 01:27:11
There is self-control. Why? If someone says something wrong, an experiment is conducted, an observation is made, and the truth emerges. Lying is impossible. But secular knowledge doesn't interfere with the other side. It doesn't interfere with that side. Because there, the interpretation of knowledge is needed. It needs to be explained, and every culture can explain it differently . Islam is very fortunate in this regard. Because it has placed wisdom there. With that wisdom, along with the examples we take from the Quran, we know how to interpret the essence of knowledge . So, the heads and tails side, both sides... yes, how did Beczaman summarize this ? The light of conscience is
01:27:12 – 01:27:49
religious knowledge. The light of reason is secular sciences. Truth is revealed through the combination of both . Because there are two things there: scientific knowledge and revelation. With these two wings, the student's effort soars. From one, fanaticism arises, and from the other, deceit and doubt . Thank you . Yes, we thank our teacher Zeki . That was a really great presentation. May God bless you. Time is running out, but let's take a few questions. Let's start from here. Please.
01:27:52 – 01:28:33
By the way, you can ask questions to all our speakers. Let's take a few questions. Thank you. I just want to express my contribution. It's a very good assessment. The fact that non-Muslim scientists exclude creation, exclude the creator , and say that science stops if we include the creator, stems from their inability to properly understand God. When you tell a scientist that God created this, their answer is:
01:28:33 – 01:29:16
Did Jesus in Mary's arms create it? Or is the entire universe, the obedience of the entire universe to God's command "Be!", like the obedience of a single atom, a single soldier? For example, the obedience mentioned here. The obedience of the entire universe to God's command "Be!" is like the obedience of a single atom, a single soldier . That is, the entire universe is like an atom compared to God. If Western scientists were to encounter such an understanding of God, I'm sure they would be even more creationist than we are. Therefore, I would also like to express this.
01:29:17 – 01:30:00
In the final assessment, I explained the concepts in my professor's work, and it was expressed in the style of creation. Now, let's look at the situation this way: let's say we are examining a pair of glasses. Examining the glasses using the language of monotheism or the language of divine unity makes no difference in terms of method. You observe, you obtain data. You formulate and interpret the data you obtain within the framework of scientific methods. That's what science does.
01:30:02 – 01:30:46
What someone does with the belief in monotheism is the same in a laboratory, or the universe is actually a laboratory. Where is the difference? The difference begins after that. They finish here. He asks how it was done, and as my professor expressed it, he tries to explain it. But the metaphysical aspect of this, why it was done, what its relationship is to the universe, what the creator wants, requires a belief in the oneness of God. Therefore, in a way, this completes the scientific values ​​of the thought process. In fact
01:30:46 – 01:31:30
, if we could fully present the belief in the oneness of God in understanding the entire universe, I understand that there is no way to reject it. Thank you. We thank you. There are many ladies with questions. No questions? Who will ask? Yes, please. First of all, thank you. I want to ask Professor Zeki something. Can we use this falsifiable metaphor in the declaration of faith (Shahada)? Because when we recite the declaration of faith, we start with "La Ilaha" (There is no god but Allah), and
01:31:30 – 01:32:09
we are falsifying the idea that everything other than the Creator is the Creator. Is that correct? Can we use it in this way? Falsification is something completely different. It's something said to oppose positivism. But La Ilaha Illallah is the very foundation of Islam. There is no god but Allah. This doesn't fall under falsification. If we were to focus on that, those areas already belong to secular science. Let's leave that aside. We will look at our own values. That is, La Ilaha Illallah, the declaration of faith in Islam. Let them follow us. Why should we look at them?
01:32:11 – 01:32:51
With the investigations of science, in the end times, God willing, more people will come to Islam in droves . Because as science progresses, we have now delved into the most fundamental parts of matter, into the components of cells , into the depths of space. It has been seen that we will either have to give matter intelligence, consciousness, and the infinite names and attributes of God Almighty, or we will have to accept a divine power that governs them. We are now at this threshold. God willing, progress will be even faster from now on. Therefore, matter, the realm of existence, actually affirms La Ilaha Illallah. Yes, there you go.
01:32:52 – 01:33:33
First of all, I would like to thank all my professors for their valuable presentations. I have a question for Professor Recep. In the images displayed on the screen, there was a statement regarding the dilemma of reason versus revelation: "Ijtihad, in parentheses, 'Kevni' (cosmic), its door is open, there is no obstacle to entering." We know that the door of ijtihad is open, but there are six obstacles to entering, according to the 27th saying of Nifisat Hazretleri . Does this statement appear explicitly in the Muhakemat text? Is the word 'Kevni' yours? If so, could you elaborate on this? Yes, to whom did you ask this question? You asked my professor, Professor Recep.
01:33:33 – 01:34:21
Now, I already said that there is no limit for Muslims, for scholarly research . That is, no obstacle is placed before reason, provided it is not sophistry. For example, this sophistry cannot be proven anyway. Therefore, it is not a statement made for that specific issue. Everything that encourages us to knowledge, both living and inanimate, is in the Quran. Therefore, we can find these things by using our minds. We can even generate new questions. Because, as my professor said, we need to create a new worldview, a new mentality.
01:34:21 – 01:35:03
That is, we will no longer act according to the Western mentality. How will we do this? We will try to find the way. The thing that comes to my mind most is that we can focus on the secret of divine guardianship. That is, we can work on creation and construction. Now, modern science is trying to understand construction, that is, how it happens, but how does creation occur? I don't know how it can be done to prove its secret, but we need to think about these things. There is no obstacle to our thinking . God forbid, our thinking in this way or that way does not bring any deficiency to God
01:35:03 – 01:35:44
. We would not be saying anything contrary to the Quran. As long as it is not denial and is not sophistry, every idea is worthy of research . We are expressing this to say that. Cosmic intuition, not religious intuition. Professor İrfan would probably like to contribute as well, please go ahead. Let Professor İrfan contribute, then. Let Professor İrfan contribute. Professor. We're going to heat this room. Okay? Now
01:35:44 – 01:36:24
we're going to give an answer to this. Now we're making a judgment. That is, what can we do to heat this room ? Isn't that also the case in Islamic jurisprudence? When we ask a question, we research it in Islamic jurisprudence books . So, heating this room can also be seen as a matter of interpretation. That's how we need to look at it, I mean. Thank you. Professor, please go ahead. My teacher mentioned this matter of creation , and I'll just say one thing about it : God has two different laws of creation : creation and invention, and also the law of construction. In creation , God creates from nothing and without cause,
01:36:24 – 01:37:04
as was mentioned in the presentation. In creation, no cause is sought. God has established causes in this world; why? Because every test is an element . And many things, meaning the aspects of the kingdom and the angelic realm are different. For example, the angelic realm is beautiful, but the kingdom realm is polytheism. Therefore, God creates causes so that no complaints reach God. For example, in death, let's say a traffic accident or illness, God has made it a means. But the master says that in four things, because the kingdom and angelic realms are also bright, God has not established causes there. One of them is life, for example.
01:37:05 – 01:37:47
Life. And also, my dear chemist. We don't know what life is. We don't know what the soul is. It is directly under the control of God Almighty. The body is like that too. Creation is also like that in the body. That is, in creation, God creates without cause. If we look for causes, we'll never get anywhere. Let me tell you, sir, what I'm saying isn't about looking for causes. It's about understanding how it happens. Abraham (peace be upon him) says, "O Lord, I believe in Your creation. But how ? How You create, I don't know. " In the hereafter, God will show us how He created. Then we will learn how He gives life. But even in this world, how does He create? For
01:37:47 – 01:38:28
example, our personality, our personality is actually creation. Right now, there is a Recep Gündağ in terms of creation, but Recep Gündağ's character is creation. There is nothing like that in the world. For the first time, my Recep is me; there is no other Recep besides me. Therefore, we can try to understand life through this. For example, it will go on for a while, we'll talk about it later, sir. What I want to say is that we will try to understand this. I mean, otherwise, God forbid, we wouldn't be encroaching on the boundaries set by God Almighty. Others insist on asking questions too. What can we do? It seems a bit late. Let's stay.
01:38:31 – 01:39:11
They keep raising their hands, insisting they want to ask questions. For example, let's give that friend a chance. It's a bit open-ended anyway. "Professor Kazım, do I have anything to ask?" " I have two questions too." Let's finish and then leave. Maybe we'll need you. We'll just give you a drink, you know. Okay. One. Let's take one more question. "Professor, greetings and respects. This is Dr. İsmet Tahiller from Çanakkale University. I am a theologian, professor. I want to ask my questions to all the professors. And perhaps also to the people in the hall. Let's say, the master's aim and purpose was to unite science and Islamic knowledge with the Quran, to proclaim to the whole world that the Quran is an unextinguishable miracle
01:39:12 – 01:39:52
. Unfortunately, due to the current education system , a soldier can only specialize in one area." Perhaps his life will be long enough for this. I, too, am one of those who haven't sent anyone to this case. Let me humbly point out a problem... I see it, humbly speaking . The majority of our professors in theology focus on Arabic, the Quran, or other methodologies, resulting in a slight lack of knowledge or expertise in human sciences, leading them to approach these topics somewhat differently. The immense expertise of the masters in their respective fields doesn't directly translate to
01:39:52 – 01:40:33
the Quran, Arabic, or Arabic concepts, leaving them somewhat up in the air. And God forbid, because the masters have dedicated their lives to this field, there can be some issues with mutual understanding and a lack of open-mindedness. God knows best, but I'm curious about my professors. My question is: do they have any opinions on how to overcome this issue of multidisciplinary communication ? Or have they noticed any problems related to this before? I wanted to ask this question to my professor and the group. Thank you. Professors who wish to answer,
01:40:33 – 01:41:19
please do so in a few sentences. Now, actually, this has been discussed, but theologians should actually study chemistry and physics. And we, thank God, are closing that chapter of our being with the Risale-i Nur. The Risale-i Nur provides that, it's God's grace. I'd like to share a memory or an anecdote. Not long ago, about 3-5 months ago, we visited our esteemed Rector of the International Islamic Science and Technology University of Turkey, Professor Mehmet Görmez . His wish was this: "If only
01:41:19 – 01:42:01
we could teach this book of the universe, at least in a concise way, in theology, in the style of Hüsnü Hazretleri. There is a great need for this," he said. God willing, we are moving towards that. That's what should be. Professor, in a few sentences. Please go ahead. Yes. Now, wisdom is not acquired where the Muslim has lost something. Here, wisdom doesn't mean Islamic philosophy or anything like that, but I see wisdom here as the interpretation of secular science from the perspective of the Islamic world. Of course, that secular knowledge interpreted from an Islamic perspective is very valuable and should be acquired wherever it is found. There's another hadith on this subject. It says, "Seek knowledge even if it is in China."
01:42:02 – 01:42:41
Now, this is very significant. If you were to ask, " What do you understand from knowledge being in China ?", the answer would be, "It was very difficult to go there." This shows that acquiring knowledge is extremely valuable. It's described as seeking knowledge at any cost, even if it means going to China. But this hadith has another meaning beyond that. It says that knowledge coming from China cannot be free from that Chinese belief. It is tainted by it. Even so, the Prophet (peace be upon him) says, "Accept it." It is because of this hadith that perhaps the first Muslims, when they encountered Greek science, began translating it without hesitation.
01:42:42 – 01:43:22
If they hadn't done this, perhaps Europe wouldn't have reached its current level of civilization. Because they, as Muslims, knew their responsibility. When you say, "This science doesn't explain God, this science is secular, this science leads to infidels," you lose that valuable knowledge within it. Purifying that valuable knowledge is not the job of an infidel. It is the job of a Muslim. And God willing, we are here to do just that. We are organizing these conferences. Professor, let's present the documents. Professor Ömer, Professor İrfan, Professor Küfrevi's son. Let's take a group photo.
01:43:22 – 01:43:24
I'll quickly hand it over.
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