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0 Ascientific research program that investigates
the effects of intelligent causes;

An intellectual movement that challenges
Darwinism and its naturalistic legacy;

And a way of understanding divine act i oné

‘Bi.e., relating to a god,
‘Bi.e. a being believed to have
and powers.

supernatural attributes

Wiliam Dembski, Intelligent Design: The Bridge Between Science and
Theology, 1999, p. 3.

b ¢ Life is complex and cannot
be explained by naturalistic
mechanisms. A scientific
theory of design can explain
the complexity

e} Evolution as taught in public
schools is fraudulent and
leaves out evidence against
evolution. This evidence
should be taught

G Naturalistic thinking has bad
consequences

Q0

McLean v. Arkansas
There are two models :

(1) a supernatural, intelligent
creator designed and created
the world, or

Norman L_Geisler

(2) the world is not the result of
intelligent intervention, but
came about through random,
mechanistic processes

Norman Geisler & J.K. Anderson:
Origin Science: A Proposal for the
Creation - Evolution Controversy

Mount Rushmore as designed.

Appendix : o Pal eyds
Argument 6 t al ks of
complexityod (fr
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SUPREM:G COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Mo, 65-1513

EDWIN W. EDWARDS, ETC., ET AL. APPELLANTS u
DON AGUILLARD'ET AL.
G APFEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES COURT OF AFFEALS
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUTT
[une 19, 137]
Justies Brosvian delivered the opinan of the Court.

eationism

Stat, Ann. §§ 17:285,1-1T:286,7 (West 1962), ia faclally
i A iitive af tha Establisnment Clase of tha First
Amendment.

The Creationism At e e teaching of the theory of

avolution i by lnst

n “creation science.” § 17:2564A. Mo achoal in required to

taach evolution or creation selence. Hmt.hnms(l\mh( how-
£ must

religio
ers, challenged the constitutionality a! the Act in Dial\'hl
Cotit, tesking an Injunction and declaratory rellefs  Agpals

- Generl. e Site

Chsplia, the Louiisns Governec the Atiarney

IRl S Board, agresd oo 1 i mpleys e S, e e
g e Mwm«mﬁﬂl\mhl\. “The Louisians Board of Elemen-
1aFy and Secondary T Oriesns Parian Schoal Bossd mere

0OAl though accepting
biologists must that the overall
pattern of nature is expressed by
an evolutionary tree of life , lam
skeptical that major evolutionary

1. Disproving Darwinism is not
the same as disproving the
theory of common descent

changes or macroevolution can be
adequately accounted for in terms
of the Darwinian model : thatis by
the gradual accumulation of small
selectively advantageous

mutations . 6 (1989)

An irreducible gap in
phenotypic space cannot be
taken to imply that there is a
similar gap in  genotypic
space.

Darwinism Defea(¢899), pp. 143154.

ommittee

whose advice on scientific and
educational matters was sought
by members of the  Christian
Legal Society being drawn into
public policy disputes in the
courts. 6

of D Nakdma, 1988.
‘B Charles Thaxton , Paul Nelson,
William Dembski , Steven Me y e r

Meyer invites Johnson to
meeting in 1990
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dntelligent design  means
that various forms of life
began abruptly through an
intelligent agency with

their distinctive features
already intact 0 fish with
fins and scales, birds with
feathers, beaks and wings,

etc. o




