
  Prompt: What have you taken from this course 
that has changed the way you think about 
science, evolution and/or creationism? Why has 
that affected you? 

  Length: Minimum of 500 words; maximum of 
600; all must fit into one page, single-spaced. 
Word count at bottom. 

  Deadline: Due at the beginning of the final exam. 
No late assignments will be accepted and no 
electronic submission.  













 “A strictly terrestrial 
animal, by occasionally 
hunting for food in 
shallow water, then in 
streams or lakes, might 
at last be converted into 
an animal so thoroughly 
aquatic as to brave the 
open ocean.”  

 (Origin, 6th Edn) 





“it may be convenient to the reader to have the 
leading facts and inferences briefly recapitulated.” 



 Is evolution an unchallengeable 
orthodoxy within science? 



Implications 

Mechanism 

Pathway 

Fact 



  Mendelianism (1900) 

  Cladistics (1950) 

  Transposons (1950) 

  Neutral mutation (1968) 

  Endosymbiosis (1970) 

  Punctuated Equilibrium (1973) 

  Horizontal Gene Transfer (1977) 



  neutralism versus 
selectionism in molecular 
evolution;  

  adaptationism;  
  group selection;  
  punctuated equilibrium;  
  The power of “evo-devo”;  

  mass extinctions;  
  sympatric speciation;  
  sexual selection;  
  the evolution of sex itself;  
  evolutionary psychology;  
  Darwinian medicine; 
  selfish genetic elements 





  The Scientific Revolution saw the acceptance of methodological 
naturalism among individuals who rejected philosophical naturalism. 

  As scientific endeavors, both Biblical literalism and the design argument 
were effectively nullified in the Nineteenth century. 

  There is no scientific support for the two major claims of YEC: that the 
Earth is young and that discontinuities in nature illuminate the Genesis 
“kinds”. 

  American YEC arose out of cultural concerns regarding Modernism in all 
its manifestations. It received its death blow in Edwards v. Aguillard  
(1987) as YEC is clearly of religious intent and therefore is not 
admissible to science classes 

  This lead to the development of Intelligent Design (what the Discovery 
Institute has termed “a new science for a new century”) 



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

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

  Naturalistic thinking has bad 
consequences 







Implications 

Identity 

Mechanism 

Detection 





 “ID is not a mechanistic theory, and 
it’s not ID’s task to match your 
pathetic level of detail in telling 
mechanistic stories. If ID is correct 
and an intelligence is responsible 
and indispensable for certain 
structures, then it makes no sense 
to try to ape your method of 
connecting the dots.” 

 William Dembski, 2001 

http://www.iscid.org/ubbcgi/ultimatebb.cgi?ubb=get_topic;f=6;t=000152;p=3 



 “I don't think I'm 
obligated to propose an 
alternate theory. I don't 
pretend to have an 
alternate theory that 
explains the history of 
life.” 

 Debate with Michael Shermer, 
Cato Institute, October 12th 
2006. 





 “Since its founding in 1996, the [Center for 
Science and Culture] has spent 39% of its 
$9.3 million [i.e. ~ $3.6 million] on 
research, Dr. Meyer said, underwriting 
books or papers, or often just paying 
universities to release professors from 
some teaching responsibilities so that they 
can ponder intelligent design.” 



 “If I were to carry around 
Discovery fellows' peer-
reviewed science journal 
articles on Darwinian 
theory and intelligent 
design I would need a 
suitcase, not a coat 
pocket.” 

http://www.spectator.org/dsp_article.asp?art_id=11929 (2007) 



  Truth 
  American Spectator 
  Metaviews 
  First Things 
  Cosmic Pursuit 
  Crisis 
  Boston Review 
  Forbes 
  Commentary 
  The Real Issue 
  Origins & Design 
  Intercollegiate Review 
  Commercial Appeal 
  Faith & Philosophy 
  World 
  Human Events 
  Jubilee 
  Touchstone 
  New York Times 
  Washington Times 

  Philosophy of Science 
  British Journal for the 

Philosophy of Science 
  Princeton Theological Review 
  Perspectives on Science & 

Christian Faith 
  Biology & Philosophy 
  Utah Law Review 
  San Diego Law Review 



Actually shows complex systems can 
evolve through natural selection, 
even when study is “fixed”. 



A data-free paper whose hypothesis 
was quickly disproved. 



 A review article that was
 demonstrated to be erroneous in
 fact and interpretation and has been
 found to have misused the 
peer-review process. 



Richard Sternberg 

Charles Thaxton Kurt Wise 

Paul Nelson 

Todd Wood 

Jonathan Wells 





 “I’ve gotten kind of blasé 
about submitting things to 
journals where you often 
wait two years to get things 
into print. And I find I can 
actually get the turnaround 
faster by writing a book and 
getting the ideas expressed 
there. My books sell well. I 
get a royalty. And the 
materials gets read more.” 

 [2002] 
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Carroll 

Behe 



  Behe (biochemistry) – 4 (2004) 

◦  Productivity before 1994 was 2.44 per year 
◦  Productivity since 1998 is 0.09 per year.  

  Wells (cell & molecular biology)  – 3 (2005) 

  Nelson (philosophy of biology) – 1 (1996) 

  Meyer (history & philosophy of science) – 0 

  Dembski (mathematics) – 0 





  Douglas Axe (Chemical engineering) 
  Lisanne D’Andrea-Winslow (Invertebrate 

immunology) 
  Ann Gauger (Developmental biology) 
  Guillermo Gonzalez (Astronomy) 
  David Keller (Chemistry) 
  Robert J Marks III (Electrical engineering) 
  Richard von Sternberg (Molecular evolution) 
  Philip Lu (Lab technician) 
  Brendan Dixon (Programmer) 



  Ex-Microsoft 

  President Lifeworks Foundation (2006) 

◦  $700,000 donation to the Center for Science and 
Culture 

◦  $30,000 donation to Robert J Marks for him to 
employ Dembski as a post-doc at Baylor. 



Gonzalez 

Marks 

Axe 

Sternberg 

D'Andrea 

N = 11 



  D'Andrea-Winslow L, Novitski AK (2008) Active bleb formation is 
abated in Lytechinus variegatus red spherule coelomocytes after 
disruption of acto-myosin contractility. Integrative Zoology 

   Axe DD, Dixon BW, Lu P (2008) Stylus: A system for evolutionary 
experimentation based on a protein/proteome model with non-
arbitrary functional constraints. PLoS ONE 

  Sternberg RV (2008) DNA codes and information: Formal 
structures and relational causes. Acta Biotheoretica 

  Gonzalez G (2008) Parent stars of extrasolar planets - IX. 
Lithium abundances. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical 
Society 



  Duren RW, Marks II RJ, Reynolds PD, Trumbo ML (2007) Real-time 
neural network inversion on the SRC-6e reconfigurable 
computer. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks 

  Gonzalez G, Laws C (2007) Parent stars of extrasolar planets VIII. 
Chemical abundances for 18 elements in 31 stars. Monthly 
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 378: 1141-1152 

  Gravagne IA, Marks II RJ (2007) Emergent behaviors of protector, 
refugee and aggressor swarms. IEEE Transactions on Systems, 
Man and Cybernetics, Part B: Cybernetics 

  Weinschenk JJ, Combs WE, Marks II RJ (2007) On the avoidance of 
rule explosion in fuzzy inference engines. International Journal 
of Information Technology and Intelligent Computing. 



  Gonzalez G (2006) Condensation temperatures trends among 
stars with planets. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical 
Society: Letters 

  Gonzalez G (2006) The sun’s interior metallicity constrained by 
neutrinos. Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society: 
Letters 

  Gonzalez G (2006) The chemical compositions of stars with 
planets: A review. Publications of the Astronomical Society of the 
Pacific  



  Meyer, Behe, Dembski, Minnich, Nelson, Wells 

  Doug Axe - "The Language of Proteins - Revisiting a 
Classic Metaphor with the Benefit of New Technology.” 

  Richard von Sternberg - "Genomes, Formal Causes and 
Taxa.” 

  Robert Marks - "The Need for Active Information in 
Evolutionary Search.” 

  Ann Gauger - "Assessing the difficulty of pathway 
evolution: an experimental test.” 

http://pandasthumb.org/archives/2008/02/id-intelligent.html 



 “[Gauger] was then prompted by one of her colleagues to 
regale us with some new experimental finds. She gave 
what amounted to a second presentation, during which 
she discussed ‘leaky growth’ in microbial colonies at high 
densities, leading to horizontal transfer of genetic 
information, and announced that under such conditions 
she had actually found a novel variant that seemed to lead 
to enhanced colony growth. Gunther Wagner said, ‘So, a 
beneficial mutation happened right in your lab?’ at which 
point the moderator halted questioning. We shuffled off 
for a coffee break with the admission hanging in the air 
that natural processes could not only produce new 
information, they could produce beneficial new 
information.” 



 “Easily the biggest challenge 
facing the ID community is to 
develop a fully-fledged theory of 
biological design. We don't have 
such a theory right now, and 
that's a problem. Without a 
theory, it's very hard to know 
where to direct your research 
focus. Right now, we've got a 
bag of powerful intuitions, and a 
handful of notions … but, as yet, 
no general theory of biological 
design.” 

Touchstone Magazine 7/8 (2004), pp. 64 



 “[D]esign-theoretic research has 
been hijacked as part of a larger 
cultural and political movement. 
In particular, the theory has been 
prematurely drawn into 
discussions of public science 
education where it has no 
business making an appearance 
without broad recognition from 
the scientific community that it is 
making a worthwhile contribution 
to our understanding of the 
natural world.” 

(Research News, January 2001, p. 9)  



 “[I]t is not a good idea to 
teach ID in public schools 
at the present time 
because its publication 
record in the biological 
sciences is thin. … 
However, one could 
conceivably include some 
ID-type material in the 
sections of a textbook that 
deal with philosophy and 
history of science.” [2004] 



 “I also don’t think that there is really a 
theory of intelligent design at the 
present time to propose as a comparable 
alternative to the Darwinian theory, 
which is, whatever errors it might 
contain, a fully worked out scheme. 
There is no intelligent design theory 
that’s comparable. Working out a 
positive theory is the job of the scientific 
people that we have affiliated with the 
movement. Some of them are quite 
convinced that it’s doable, but that’s for 
them to prove…No product is ready for 
competition in the educational world.” 

http://sciencereview.berkeley.edu/articles.php?issue=10&article=evolution 



 “There is something 
deeply dissatisfying 
about establishing the 
bona fides of one 
theory by debunking 
another. Design 
simply must put novel 
predictions of its own 
on the blackboard.” 

http://www.iscid.org/ubb/ultimatebb.php?ubb=get_topic;f=6;t=000175;p=1 



  Dembski’s stand on peer review positively hurts any 
hope that ID has in becoming accepted among the 
larger scientific community. Publish papers. 

  Publish in peer-reviewed journals in philosophy, 
statistics, mathematics, complexity theory, and 
evolutionary biology while working on the “theory of 
design.” 

  Generate testable hypotheses that come from the 
design perspective. Make sure these hypotheses can 
differentiate between evolutionary and design 
predictions. Test them using observation or experiment. 
Rinse. Repeat.  



  ID clearly arose in response to Edwards as a means by 
which to reframe YEC. While ID is not perhaps explicitly of 
religious intent, it is (minimally) implicitly so and thus risks 
failing under Edwards. 

  ID currently consists of “[a] bag of powerful intuitions, and 
a handful of notions” – there is no ID theory – and it thus 
cannot be taught in K-12 Science classes. 

  This leaves the strategy of “teach the controversy”. 
However, there is no valid scientific controversy suitable to 
be taught at the K-12 level.  



 Modern-day sophists skillfully invoke values 
that are shared by the scientific community 
and the public, such as free speech, skeptical 
inquiry and the revolutionary force of new 
ideas against a repressive orthodoxy. It is 
difficult to argue against someone who draws 
on these values without seeming unscientific 
or un-American. 

http://seattletimes.nwsource.com/html/opinion/2008001029_rhetoricop17.html 



  the gap between the technical and public 
spheres. Scientific experts who can't spare 
the time for public communication are then 
surprised when the public distrusts them. 

  a public misconception about what science is, 
portraying it as a structure of complete 
consensus built from the steady accumulation 
of unassailable data. Any dissent is cited as 
evidence that there's no consensus, and thus 
that truth must not have been discovered yet.  



 “We are skeptical of 
claims for the ability of 
random mutation and 
natural selection to 
account for the 
complexity of life. Careful 
examination of the 
evidence for Darwinian 
theory should be 
encouraged.” 



700 Dissenters from Darwinism 

Engineering 

Chemistry 

Physics 

Medicine 

Mathematics 

Rest 

What is their basis for
 forming a professional
 opinion on evolution? 





AGW 

AIDS/HIV “Darwinism” 



  Robert W. Bass 

  Bruce D Evans 

  Mae-Wan Ho 

  Jonathan Wells 

  Philip Johnson 



Five individuals are also on DI list 

1.  Edward Blick, Professor Emeritus of the Mewbourne School of 
Petroleum and Geological Engineering, University of Oklahoma. 

2.  David Deming, Associate Professor of Geosciences, University of 
Oklahoma.  

3.  Guillermo Gonzalez, former Associate Professor of Astronomy, Iowa 
State University. 

4.  Robert Smith, Professor of Chemistry, University of Nebraska, Omaha 

5.  James Wanliss, Associate Professor of Physics, Embry-Riddle University 



Five are HIV/AIDS denialists 

1.  Eduardo Ferreyra. President of the Argentine Foundation for a Scientific 
Ecology 

2.  Dr. James DeMeo. Director, Orgone Biophysical Research Lab.  

3.  Joel Kauffman. Emeritus Professor of Chemistry, University of the 
Sciences in Philadelphia 

4.  Michael R. Fox, Heartland Institute 

5.  Justin Loew. Meteorologist, WAOW-TV 



  Claim:  

◦  There is no convincing scientific evidence that the 
human release of carbon dioxide and other gases is 
causing harmful atmospheric heating and climate change  

◦  The U.S. government should reject the Kyoto Agreement 
and any other similar proposals. 

  31,072 signatories who had “obtained formal 
educational degrees at the level of Bachelor of 
Science or higher in appropriate scientific fields” 



  Engineers – 49% 
  Chemistry – 15% 
  Earth science -12%  
  Medicine – 10% 
  Biology - 9% 
  Computer science & mathematics – 3% 
  Biochemistry – 3% 
  Meteorology - 1% 
  Atmospheric scientists & climatologists - 0.50% 



TRUE 

Engineering 

Mechanical 

Electrical 

Chemical 

Aerospace 

Environmental 

Metallurgy 

Nuclear 

Agricultural 



  Biochemist with claimed area 
of expertise in “deamidation of 
peptides and proteins … the 
development of home 
schooling techniques … public 
dissemination of information 
on civil defense.” 

  Cofounded the Oregon 
Institute of Science and 
Medicine (1981) 

  Collaborated with Gary North 
(Christian reconstructionist / 
Dominionist) 

◦  "Teach your children to teach 
themselves and to acquire 
superior knowledge as did 
many of America's most 
outstanding citizens in the 
days before socialism in 
education.” 

•  Curriculum “for Bible & Trinity-
believing, God-fearing, 'Jesus-
Plus-Nothing-Else' Christian 
families” 

  Signatory of the Dissent from 
Darwinism 



  Arthur B. Robinson 

  Noah E. Robinson - Ph.D. in chemistry; "Professor of Chemistry". 

  Zachary W. Robinson - Doctor of veterinary medicine; “Professor 
of Veterinary Medicine.”  

  Fred Westall - former director of laboratory work for the Salk 
Institute. "Professor of Biochemistry". 

  Carl Boehme - B.S. and M.S. in Electrical Engineering; "Professor 
of Electrical Engineering.“ 

  Jane Orient - Tucson M.D.; "Professor of Medicine".  



 “Evolution meaning change over time 
indisputably occurs, but evolution meaning the 
origin of all species from a common ancestor is a 
wild and fanciful speculation and should not be 
taught as science, much less as fact. Schools 
should teach mathematics, logic, and scientific 
methods. Students should make careful 
observations and learn to design and carry out 
experiments. Darwin’s theory of evolution is 
more a topic for history or philosophy.” 



  “Human activity is a significant contributing 
factor in changing mean global temperatures"  

  Gallup Poll (public): 58% 

  American Geophysical Union (earth 
scientists): 82% 

◦  climatologists who “listed climate science as their 
area of expertise and who also have published more 
than 50% of their recent peer-reviewed papers on 
the subject of climate change”: 97.4% 







  Even if anti-evolutionist arguments have mostly 
religious supporters and are beneficial to religious 
interests, Edwards requires them to be religious in 
intent for them to be excluded.  

◦  This was illustrated in Kitzmiller v. Dover (2005). 

  However, Edwards does not need to be invoked if 
opposing ideas do not count as scientific. If they are 
not scientific, they cannot be taught in public school 
science classes.  

◦  This also was illustrated in Kitzmiller v. Dover (2005). 



 “Intelligent design is just the Logos 
theology of John’s Gospel restated in 
the idiom of information 
theory” (William Dembski, 1999) 





Evolution Young Earth 
Creationism 

Intelligent 
Design 

Historical 
Narrative 

Common 
Ancestry 

Special 
Creation ? 

Pattern Tree of Life Orchard of 
Life ? 

Process Observable 
Natural 

Processes. 

Direct 
Intervention ? 



 Mechanism: “ID cannot stand on its own feet 
and is not a science of origins because it has 
no history to explain when and how the 
‘intelligent designer’ worked.” 

 Identity: “How can ID destroy the atheistic 
legacy of Darwinism when its arguments do 
not and cannot identify the ‘intelligent 
designer’ as God and many of the ID leaders 
accept so much of the evolutionary view of 
history?” 

 Agenda: “[T]he evolutionists are right to 
suspect a hidden religious and moral 
agenda behind the IDM, even though it is 
religiously vague and eclectic” 

http://www.answersingenesis.org/docs2005/1018idm.asp 



 “YECism is definitely competing with both evolution and the IDM.  
The IDM biological arguments (regarding design and complexity 
in living things) and paleontological arguments (with respect to 
gaps in the fossil record) against Darwinism are essentially the 
same as those used by YECists; only YECists were using such 
arguments long before the IDers.  To be sure, the IDers have 
contributed to the sophistication of the design and information 
arguments, for which YECists are very appreciative. We are also 
grateful for the IDM’s exposure of the control of naturalism in 
the biological sciences. But YECists have also amassed a 
considerable amount of geological evidence for a young earth 
and global Flood, which IDers show little or no evidence of even 
being willing to consider, much less try to refute.” 

http://www.answersingenesis.org/docs2005/1018idm.asp 



 “I want to develop a 
challenge to 
materialistic evolution. 
Let’s unite around the 
Creator. After that we 
can have a marvelous 
argument about the 
age of the earth.” 

 Johnson, Interview in 
Christianity Today, 1997 



  Naturalistic Evolution: “God does not exist, or if He does, He 
does nothing in the natural world investigated by 
science.” (science = methodological naturalism) 

  Theistic Evolution (1): “God exists, but evidence of his activity 
cannot be detected scientifically.” Seen as equivalent to 
Naturalistic Evolution 

  Theistic evolution (2): God set conditions, designed natural 
laws so that “their ordinary operation has resulted in the 
intended outcome. One might call this ‘frontloaded’ design.” 

  Old-age or Progressive Creation: God designed laws but also 
guided process “and/or injected information at key stages in 
the development of the universe and of life to design new 
forms of organization that are beyond the powers of chance 
and law.” 

  Young-age Creation: Special creation, 6 days, 10,000 years, 
Flood geology 

“Origins Glossary” (ARN, 2002) 

The Big Tent 



Bacterial flagellum

Design theory
 requires multiple

 creative (creation)
 events over

 natural history 

Eukaryotic cilium

Vertebrate Clotting
Cambrian Explosion



1.  Their primary claims are 
demonstrably false. 

2.  They do not provide a 
productive scientific 
framework. 

3.  They are demonstrably 
religious in intent. 

4.  They are bad theology. 



2008 American Religious Identification Survey 

Protestant 

Catholic 

Generic Christian 

LDS 

Jewish 

Other 

None 

http://b27.cc.trincoll.edu/weblogs/AmericanReligionSurvey-ARIS/ 



2008 Protestant Sects 

Baptist 

Methodist 

Lutheran 

Presbyterian 

Episcopalian 

United Church 

Unspecified 

http://b27.cc.trincoll.edu/weblogs/AmericanReligionSurvey-ARIS/ 





 “Within the community of Christian believers there are areas of dispute 
and disagreement, including the proper way to interpret Holy Scripture. 
While virtually all Christians take the Bible seriously and hold it to be 
authoritative in matters of faith and practice, the overwhelming majority 
do not read the Bible literally, as they would a science textbook. Many of 
the beloved stories found in the Bible – the Creation, Adam and Eve, 
Noah and the ark – convey timeless truths about God, human beings, 
and the proper relationship between Creator and creation expressed in 
the only form capable of transmitting these truths from generation to 
generation. Religious truth is of a different order from scientific truth. Its 
purpose is not to convey scientific information but to transform hearts.” 

Has been signed by 11,891 clergy by April 2009 



 We the undersigned, Christian clergy from many different traditions, believe 

that the timeless truths of the Bible and the discoveries of modern science 

may comfortably coexist. We believe that the theory of evolution is a 

foundational scientific truth, one that has stood up to rigorous scrutiny and 

upon which much of human knowledge and achievement rests. To reject this 

truth or to treat it as “one theory among others” is to deliberately embrace 

scientific ignorance and transmit such ignorance to our children. We believe 

that among God’s good gifts are human minds capable of critical thought 

and that the failure to fully employ this gift is a rejection of the will of our 

Creator. To argue that God’s loving plan of salvation for humanity precludes 

the full employment of the God-given faculty of reason is to attempt to limit 

God, an act of hubris. We urge school board members to preserve the 

integrity of the science curriculum by affirming the teaching of the theory of 

evolution as a core component of human knowledge. We ask that science 

remain science and that religion remain religion, two very different, but 

complementary, forms of truth.  



  “It is indeed remarkable that [the theory 
of evolution] has been progressively 
accepted by researchers, following a 
series of discoveries in various fields of 
knowledge. The convergence, neither 
sought nor fabricated, of the results of 
work that was conducted independently 
is in itself a significant argument in 
favor of this theory.” 

  “[T]heories of evolution which, in 
accordance with the philosophies 
inspiring them, consider the spirit as 
emerging from the forces of living 
matter or as a mere epiphenomenon of 
this matter, are incompatible with the 
truth about man.”  

Address to the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, Oct 1996 







 “Design theorists are 
no friends of theistic 
evolution.” 

 Dembski, 1995.  
 “What every theologian should 
know about creation, evolution, 
and design”  
 Center for Interdisciplinary 
Studies Transactions 3(2):3 





 “Academic Experience” 

 Independent Scholar, 
Center for 
Interdisciplinary Studies, 
Princeton 

   research in complexity, 
information, and design, 
1993-1996  



Bible Science Newsletter 31(9) [1993] 





 “Theistic evolution is exactly 
the same thing as atheistic 
evolution only with some 
meaningless, vacuous God-
talk spread around. It's not 
really an intellectually honest 
position at all; it's a kind of 
political compromise.” 

 Phillip Johnson quoted, "Designer 
genes: Phillip E. Johnson talks to Peter 
Hastie," Australian Presbyterian, 531 
(Oct 2001), pp. 4-8. 



 “Liberal Christians are 
worse than atheists 
because they hide their 
naturalism behind a 
veneer of religion.” 

 Phillip Johnson at Kansas 
University, 2001 



 “Unlike John Paul II, who seemed to sign off 
on conventional evolutionary theory save for 
the divine infusion of souls at the origin of 
humanity, we can expect Benedict XVI to 
single out intelligent design for special 
favors. Indeed, I wouldn’t be surprised to 
see Michael Behe invited to an audience with 
the new pope. … I’m predicting that Bush 
and Benedict XVI will play much the same 
role in the distintegration [sic] of 
evolution ... as Reagan and John Paul II did 
in the disintegration of communism.” 

http://www.uncommondescent.com/index.php/archives/13 



  “Biological Evolution: Facts and Theories” 

  Pontifical Gregorian University & Pontifical 
Council for Culture 

  http://www.evolution-rome2009.net/ 

   “Leading scholars from the international 
scientific community, particularly from the most 
prominent European and North American 
academic institutions, will take part in the 
conference and will guarantee a high scientific 
level for this symposium.” 









1.  The affirmation of design is good for science 

2.  Contrary to the way it is often portrayed, [ID] does 
not thrive on “gaps” in science but rather on the 
growth of science 

3.  It incorporates the insights of the high-tech world of 
information theory.  

4.  It recovers the unity of truth. 

5.  It accords with the ideals of a free and open society.  

Nancy Pearcy, Human Events Online, Dec 2005  
www.humaneventsonline.com/article.php?id=10570 





• Democritus / Epicurus  

Ancient Materialism 

Darwin 

• Philosophical naturalism / Atheism 

“Scientific materialism” 

• Social Policy 
• Education 
• Architecture 
• Criminal justice 
• Business 

Effects 



The Wedge Document (1998) 

  To defeat scientific materialism and its destructive 
moral, cultural and political legacies. 

  To replace materialistic explanations with the theistic 
understanding that nature and human beings are 
created by God. 

Governing  
Goals 



Rule by scientific experts over democracy 

• Creation of “heaven on earth” 

Utopianism  

• Nazism / Stalinism / Communism  

Dehumanization 

•  “evolving standards in politics and morality” 

Relativism 

Censorship 



  “[Critics] articles are 
rejected by mainstream 
journals whose editorial 
boards are dominated by 
the dogmatists;  

  the critics are denied 
funding by government 
agencies, who send grant 
proposals to the 
dogmatists for ‘peer’ 
review;  

  and eventually the critics 
are hounded out of the 
scientific community 
altogether.” 

Icons, 235 



  Unfairly rejected 
papers? 

  Unfairly rejected 
grant applications? 

  Denial of tenure? 















Positive 
Case 

Guillermo 
Gonzalez 

Privileged 
Planet 

Jonathan 
Witt  

A 
Meaningful 

World 

Michael 
Behe 

Darwin’s 
Black Box 

Edge of 
Evolution 

William 
Dembski 

The Design 
Inference 

Design of 
Life 









Pandas 1 

• Percival Davis 
• Dean Kenyon 
• Charles Thaxton 

Pandas 2 

• Percival Davis 
• Dean Kenyon 
• Charles Thaxton 
• (Stephen Meyer) 
• (Michael Behe) 

Design of 
Life 

• Michael Behe 
• Percival Davis 
• William Dembski 
• Dean Kenyon 
• Jonathan Wells 



Negative 
Case 

Jonathan 
Wells 

Icons of 
Evolution 

Design of 
Life 

Stephen 
Meyer 

Explore 
Evolution 

Phillip 
Johnson 

Darwin On 
Trial 



“Culture 
War” 

Phillip 
Johnson 

Reason in 
the Balance 

John West 

Darwin Day 
in America 

Richard 
Weikart 

From 
Darwin to 

Hitler 

Benjamin 
Wiker 

Moral 
Darwinism 

A 
Meaningful 

World 



  Is there a scientific 
theory of intelligent 
design? 

  Is there suppression of 
dissent?  

  Could there be a theory 
of intelligent design? 

  Could such a theory 
become accepted by 
the scientific 
community? 



Evolution 

Investigation 

Publication 

Acceptance 

Education 

Anti-Evolution 

Education 



Biblical 
Creationism 

Creation 
Science 
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 [A] The Board “shall allow and assist teachers, principals, 
and other school administrators to create and foster an 
environment within public elementary and secondary 
schools that promotes critical thinking skills, logical 
analysis, and open and objective discussion of scientific 
theories being studied including, but not limited to, 
evolution, the origins of life, global warming, and human 
cloning”  

 [C] “A teacher shall teach the material presented in the 
standard textbook supplied by the school system and 
thereafter may use supplemental textbooks and other 
instructional materials to help students understand, 
analyze, critique, and review scientific theories in an 
objective manner” 





  Science Education and Academic Freedom Act 

  “Teachers shall be permitted to help students 
understand, analyze, critique, and review in an 
objective manner the scientific strengths and 
scientific weaknesses of existing scientific theories 
pertinent to the course being taught.” 

  “[N]o student in any public school or institution shall 
be penalized in any way because the student may 
subscribe to a particular position on scientific 
theories.” 

  What theories? “biological evolution, the chemical 
origins of life, global warming, and human cloning” 





 “We, the undersigned American citizens, urge the 
adoption of policies by our nation's academic 
institutions to ensure teacher and student 
academic freedom to discuss the scientific 
strengths and weaknesses of Darwinian 
evolution. Teachers should be protected from 
being fired, harassed, intimidated, or 
discriminated against for objectively presenting 
the scientific strengths and weaknesses of 
Darwinian theory. Students should be protected 
from being harassed, intimidated, or 
discriminated against for expressing their views 
about the scientific strengths and weaknesses of 
Darwinian theory in an appropriate manner.” 



 “[I]n all fields of science, analyze, evaluate 
and critique scientific explanations by using 
empirical evidence, logical reasoning, and 
experimental and observational testing 
including examining all sides of scientific 
evidence of those scientific explanations so 
as to encourage critical thinking by the 
student.” 



  “natural selection … mutations … common 
ancestry” 

  “scientific explanations concerning any data of 
sudden appearance, stasis, and sequential nature 
of groups in the fossil record.” 

  “scientific explanations concerning the 
complexity of the cell.” 

  “The evidence regarding formation of simple 
organic molecules and their organization into 
long complex molecules having information such 
as the DNA molecule for self-replicating life.”” 



  Sense of “fairness” 

  Attitude to intellectual authority 

  Importance of religious belief in American life and 
overall aversion to fideism 

  Sense of cultural decay 

  Poor understanding of the nature of science and 
poor scientific literacy among public 







  Cigarette smoking causes lung cancer. True, 94%  

  The continents on which we live have been moving their location for 
millions of years and will continue to move in the future. True, 79%  

  Does the Earth go around the Sun, or does the Sun go around the Earth? 
Earth around the Sun, 75%How long does it take for the Earth to go around 
the Sun: one day, one month, or one year? (One year, 54%) 

  Human beings, as we know them today, developed from earlier species of 
animals. (True, 53%)  

  Antibiotics kill viruses as well as bacteria. (False, 51%)  

  Electrons are smaller than atoms. (True, 48%)  

  The earliest humans lived at the same time as the dinosaurs. (False, 48%) 

  The universe began with a huge explosion. (True, 33%)   



Belief in extrasensory perception 

Belief in UFOs 
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 “If Americans’ performance in answering factual 
knowledge questions concerning science can be 
deemed disappointing, the same is true for their 
performance in other areas of knowledge … 
Survey data of varying quality have been 
interpreted to indicate that Americans, especially 
the young, do not know enough about history, 
civics, geography, and politics, and are not 
sufficiently interested in these and other domains 
of knowledge that, like scientific knowledge, can 
serve as a foundation for understanding the 
world around” 



 “Science knowledge scores vary considerably 
across the EU-25 countries … with northern 
European countries, led by Sweden, recording 
the highest total scores on a set of 13 
questions. For a smaller set of four items that 
were administered in both 1992 and 2005 in 
12 European countries, each country 
performed better in 2005 … in contrast, the 
U.S. data on science knowledge do not show 
upward trends over the same period.” 
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  40% of 4th grade students are reading below 
grade level.  

  Adult literacy ranked 68th in the world. 

  “[T]he average Medicaid recipient reads at the 
fifth-grade level” (2002) 

◦  Most health material is written at 12th grade level. 



23% of American adults are ranked at Level 1 Literacy and thus have “difficulty  
using certain reading, writing, and computational skills considered necessary for  
functioning in everyday life.” 
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