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“I think you should be more explicit here in step two.”

From Chalk Up Another One © 1992 AAAS. Uscd with permission.

Creationists Target Local Offices, Committees

“Stealth Politics”

ccording to Christian Coalition
AleaderRaltheed, “The real baitles
of concern to Christians are in
neighborhoods, school boards, city councils

and state legislators” (Wall Street Journal
5/11/1992).

The new Washington state Republican Party
platform calls for “Bible reading, creation-
ismand corporal punishmentin the schools,”
a ban on all abortions, and abolition of the
National Endowment for the Arts, according
to the New York Times (27/10/1992). Also,
if Washington state’s GOP has its way, the
Panama Canal would be reclaimed—along
with the gold standard for currency.

John Cole

A San Diego school board candidates’ meet-
ing turned tense and confrontational in 1992
when some candidates’ agendas were dis-
cussed: school prayer, creationism, library
and textbook censorship, and public financ-
ing of Christian schools. A new school board
member denounced school breakfast pro-
grams for poor children because they were
an attack on “family values.”

In a segment broadcast on the 29 October
MacNeil-Lehrer Report on PBS, retired en-
tertainer Pat Boone told a California rally
that some people get excited about “separa-
tion of church and state as if it were in the

Stealth, continued on p. 3

Sidney Harris Cartoon
Book

Reviewed by John Cole

Sidney Harris is the cartoonist-lau-
reate of science. Some of his car-
toons such as the one on this page are
so well-known that many people al-
lude to it in professional papers or
talks without even having to show it.
Chalk Up Another One: The Best of
Sidney Harris, has just been pub-
lished by the American Association
for the Advancement of Science. 146
8" x 8" pages of cartoons plus a brief
forward by AAAS President Leon
M. Lederman make this paperback
an excellent Holiday gift for the sci-
entist, physician, or science or math
teacher on your shopping list. (It
costs $10.95 at bookstores or from
the publisher, AAAS Press; add
$4.00 shipping per order from
AAAS—and the price for AAAS
members is $8.75 + shipping.)

Some Harris cartoons are a bit eso-
teric. He assumes readers know a fair
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‘ ‘ ou folks are doing great!” This is one of the most depressing cheers
I hear far too often. We aren’t “you folks,” or at least we shouldn’t
be.

Perhaps the most common reaction to NCSE I hear is that people are extremely
grateful: “Your article on (X) really convinced my schoolboard—It’s really lucky I
got a Xerox copy!” This quotation is a composite of a lot of responses, but it’s deadly
accurate. I hear a lot about “the good work you’re doing” and that publications are
being passed around or photocopied for students or school boards or whatever.

We just want and need people to pay for subscriptions and, perhaps, contribute
some money to help us answer phones and fire calls. If we’ve helped save your job
or helped you improve your kids’ textbooks or schoolrooms, lend us a hand! And
help us recruit support, since most readers of this tirade are probably members,
already!

It’s good news to hear that we have some use. On the other hand, it is depressing
as hell to hear that we are taken for granted and don’t need financial support! This
applies to contributors of articles, as well—Many of them (you?) submit articles
without subscribing. All articles are welcome, because we need information, but it is
very frustrating to hear, “Send me copies if you print this, since I don’t subscribe.”

There is no magical reserve of cash tiding us over, no endowment, no Kitty
available to finance a multi-year project to “go forth and do good.”

To change the topic a bit, before I sound too much like a televangelist: “Evolution”
is not on any ballot, to my knowledge. However, as reported in this issue, some states’
Republican parties have been largely taken over by various Religious Right groups such
as the Christian Coalition—much to the consternation of most Republicans who are
surprised to leam that their party suddenly attacks evolution. Only four Congressional
candidates were launched specifically by the Christian Coalition, and all four lost.
However, a number of incumbents are strongly supported by the Robertson group.

NCSE is non-partisan and non-political, by definition. It advocates good science
education and endorses skeptical, critical analyses of scientific claims as healthy
opposites to docile agreement with orthodox details or the assumption that, “If it’s in
print it must be true.” We don’t endorse candidates for office.

Meanwhile, “Welcome,” new members! An impressive number of new subscrib-
ers join NCSE with this issue, and I hope you (they) feel at home. I hope to hear from
you with suggestions, complaints, manuscripts, or whatever. Even applause! The
extent of popular antievolutionism may be manipulated by pollsters or the press, but
it is a growing phenomenon in the US. We try to keep readers up to date, but we
depend upon you for information.

Finally, another note on mailbox issues. Comments on NCSE publications or
articles are appreciated and passed on to authors if they can’t be published. Some
articles and letters submitted debate theological issues or even attack religion, per se,
but I should note that these topics are simply not the purview of NCSE.

John Cole
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An Asimov Reply to
Creationists

I'note in NCSE Reports 12(2)
that one of the more unpleas-
ant members of our Austra-
lian creationist fraternity, one
Ken Ham, chose to gloat over
the recent death of Isaac As-
imov. A similarly nasty arti-
cle by Ham also appeared in
the “Prayer News” of the or-
ganisation to which Ham be-
longs, the Queensland-based
Creation Science Founda-
tion. In the circumstances I
feel it only appropriate that
Asimov should have the last
(appropriate) comment on
this issue.

Some years ago I wrote to
Dr. Asimov re: the inclusion

of a film clip which showed
him explaining the 2nd Law
of Thermodynamics. It was in
the first of a series of 6
creationist films (Origins Se-
ries) shown widely around
Australia. As edited into the
film the Asimov clip left a
clear impression that evolu-
tion was against the 2nd Law.

Asimov’s reply (13 Janu-
ary 1987) was beautifully
succinct:

“Dear Dr. Ritchie,

Idon’t think I can fight this
profitably at a distance of
10,000 miles. I imagine
they’' ve quoted me accurately
but out of context and into the
wrong context.

“My satisfaction is that if
the afterlife is as I think it is,
none of them will go to
heaven because it doesn’t
exist.

“On the other hand, if af-
terlife is as they think it is
then theywill go to hellfor the
sins of lying and hypocrisy.”

Dr. Alex Ritchie
Paleontologist,
Australian Museum
Sydney

Humanist
Fundamentalism?
Ireally savor your Reports and
Creation/Evolution. Keep up

the good work! But, don’t ne-
glect the fact that secular hu-
manists, like the late Isaac
Asimov, had fundamentalis-
tic prejudices as blatant as the
religious fundamentalists’.
For many of these people, all
religions are false and super-
stitious. I find many of these
people extremely superficial,
and Asimov was no excep-
tion. When asked on a TV
debate on creationism why he
did notbelieve in religion, his
profound answer was, “I do
not believe in thumbscrews!”
Wow!

Joseph D. Ciparick
New York, NY

Stealth consinued from p. 1

Bible.” He held up a Bible and said, “Well, it’s not!”

Creationists are targeting school boards, town and county of-
fices and committees, and sometimes more nationally visible
offices. Most often, they are doing this via activism in Repub-
lican Party politics. Four of their candidates lost 1992 bids for
Congress after capturing Republican nominations. According
to National Public Radio, of the 600 local candidates sponsored
by the Christian Coalition, 40% won in November using a
network of precinct captains and local churches.

The Republican Party has been especially targeted by religious
conservatives, to the discomfort of Republicans who disagree
with their efforts to legislate a particular view of personal faith
and morality. The 1992 Republican National Convention re-
portedly offended many people with its focus on a narrow
“family values” definition, and commentators asked, “How
could this happen?” But the national production was simply a
more visible tip of the iceberg of dogged organizing, volunteer-
ing for committees, and doing the other grunt work of politics.
More than 300 GOP delegates were reportedly Christian Coali-
tion members.

There are other examples in the news recently—and sometimes
out of the news.

Alaska, Iowa, and other states’ GOP machinery have also been
quietly infiltrated by this new Religious Right. (See related
articles on Iowa and Florida, pp. 4 and 5)

The Christian Coalition, televangelist Pat Robertson’s self-
styled grass-roots organization boasts 350,000 members and 42
state organizations. They coordinate literature and information
distribution to another 100 organizations, according to The
Christian Century magazine (9-16 September 1992). They
send a Voter’s Guide to 135,000 churches, nationally. In Cali-
fornia they recently distributed 500,000 Voter’s Guides before
the June Republican Primary. Networking with other Religious
Right groups, the Coalition helped elect “hundreds of candi-
dates,” according to the magazine. For the November election
they distributed 50 million voters guides, including 30 million
given out in churches around the country.

In San Diego County, the Religious Right elected 60 of 88
members to various local offices in 1990. The victors were part
of the “Pro-Family Candidates List.” Many won by refusing any
public interviews while organizing strenuous get-out-the-vote
campaigns in conservative Protestant churches. While Jay

Stealth, continued onp. 17

Cartoons continued from p. 1

amount of science and science history. The humor is highly
intellectual, and even the well-read scholar may occasionally
miss a point or two. Garfield it’s not, with punch lines like, “I
think, therefore I’m paid” or “My big mistake was going into
cosmology for the money.”

The cartoons included originally appeared in American Scien-
tist, Wall Street Journal and various medical journals. a
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“If parents

want their

children to
know about
[evolution],
they should
teach them

at home.”
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Textbook Runs Afoul of Cal

School Board

Eugenie C. Scott

good news was that Hesperia, CA, had decided that all 10th graders should take biology. The bad

Headlines in the San Bernadino Sun, 6/21/92, questioned, “Textbook case in ‘dumbing down’?” The

news was that the middle-of-the-road textbook in use, Holt, Rinehart and Winston’s Modern
Biology, was considered “too difficult,” and a committee of teachers were instructed to select one that would

meet the needs of all the students.

The very bad news is that when the teachers did
select a textbook, Holt’s Biology Today, some
school board members vigorously rejected it. Why?
The Victorville Daily Press reported that some
school board members felt the book was inappropri-
ate “because it’s chapter on evolution presents the
concept as fact rather than theory” (6/10/92, “Board
Rejects Biology Textbook™).

The California Science Framework, the document
that directs K-12 curricula in the state, as well as
directing publishers on content of their books,
clearly states that evolution is a fact as well as a
theory. The meaning of the CSF is clear:

Evolution is the central organizing theory of
biology and has fundamental importance in
other sciences as well. .. .Just as scientists
observe thefact that apples fall and devised the
theory of gravitation to explain the fall, scien-
tists observe the fact that animals and plants
change over time. They constructed the theory
of evolution to explain how these changes oc-
curred (p. 22-23). . .. The unifying theory of
biology is evolution; as Theodosius
Dobzhansky said, noting in biology makes
sense without it. It is accepted scientific fact,
and has been since the mid-1800’s, that organ-
isms are descended with modification from
other organisms. (p. 126)

Butnot in Hesperia. “Most members of the Hesperia
Unified School District Board of Trustees don’t
believe evolution correctly explains how there came
to be a variety of species on earth.”

“Trustee Lori Nielsen said she could accept no book
that mentions evolution. ‘If parents want their chil-
dren to know about this, they should teach them at
home,’ she said.”

Althoughthe Victorville Daily Press announced that the
book had been rejected, the article was in error. The
school board actually ended up approving the offending
book, but not because teachers or community members
pressed for the inclusion of evolution. Arguments in-
stead were made that the book should be adopted
because it had lots of “extras” that teachers sought:
Spanish-language tapes, limited-English proficiency
materials, and because it was easy to read. a

Update on Lake County, FL

After the September, 1992 primary elections, the
headline in the Orlando Sentinel cried, “A lot of
winners can thank religiousright” (9/3/92,p. B1).
Of the 27 central Florida candidates running with
Religious Right backing, 22 won, including two
new members of the Lake County school board,
who defeated incumbents. This gives Religious
Right candidates a 3—2 majority on the five per-
son board. Newly-elected board member Clau-
dia Ramsey’s plank stated that because
“humanism, which she defines as a religion in
which humans control their own destiny, is
taught in the schools, creationism should get
equal time,” reports the Sentinel. Citizens of the
area are recommended to follow school board
meetings closely.

Lake County, FL, was the site of a divisive
creationism controversy at the school board level
in 1991 (see Reports 11(2):1; 11(3):10). At that
time, a new school board member, elected with
support of local fundamentalist churches, pro-
posed introducing creationism “if evolution were
to be taught.” Other school board members voted
her down, after lengthy public discussion.

Correspondent Glen P. Goffin wrote to bring us
up to date on the Florida situation. [ECS]

NCSE Reports




More from South Africa

Tom O’ Neill
CASME
Congella, South Africa

I recently came across a copy of Reports on our
library shelves. I work at the Centre for the Ad-
vancement of Science and Math Education, an
agency which works towards improving science and
math education in disadvantaged schools in our
region.

I'wasenthralled. I had been completely unaware that
a serious Creationist menace remained even in the
education systems of more affluent countries such
as the US. My explanations for how it had lingered
on for so long here needed revision. I had presumed
that creationism was just one more of the ugly
dinosaurs (nineteenth century views on gender is-
sues, sabbath, corporal punishment, etc.) that had
managed to survive unnoticed in the enormous
shadow of the apartheid monster.

Evolutionary theory is not taught in the schools here.
Our present curricula for all racially delineated ed-
ucation departments has been determined primarily
by the ruling Afrikaners. Their tradition being a
staunchly Calvinist one, it was probably inevitable
that unapologetic Creationism (until recently with-
out even the need for a “scientific” dressing) would
dominate. Incidentally, the State broadcasting sys-
tem has been tightly controlled by the same people
(to powerful political effect) with the side-effect that
[public] access to scientific knowledge was also
controlled. Although the views allowed on TV have
broadened alittle recently, the extent of the mind-set
we deal with is indicated by the reputed editing of
the word “evolution” from an SABC program deal-
ing with the development of the computer.

Sadly for South Africa, I’m not sure that a broaden-
ing of outlook is inevitable with change. While the
Calvinists will undoubtedly lose some social power,
there are many others who will now argue that
evolutionary theory is heresy. Firstly, the great ma-
jority of African people here are Christian, and many
of the churches with which they are affiliated are
fundamentalist. (Fundamentalist and born-again
faiths are growing explosively amongst black and
white in our current turbulent climate.) Addition-
ally, many less devout Africans are very wary of
evolution, foreseeing in it another mechanism by
which they can be stripped of their humanity. They

are having enough problems with disclaiming Ham
as their progenitor! Add to this the until-now-sub-
dued views of Islamic South Africans whose reli-
gious beliefs also [may seem to] require them to
vigorously oppose scientific theories of human ori-
gins in favour of creationism. a

Creationism Instruction Mandated
by lowa GOP

As reported in the Los Angeles Times, the Republi-
can Party of Iowa adopted a platform in 1992 which
would require schools to teach “creation science.”

Many Iowa Republicans are appalled, according to the
Times, but this is only one of a number of radical
demands made by the new platform after an effective
takeover of the party structure by members of Pat
Robertson’s Christian Coalition. Other goals include
abolishing OSHA (the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration), capping AIDS education spending
and research, ending all gun control, abolishing the
National Endowment for the Arts, and reinstating cor-
poral punishmentin public schools. Syndicated colum-
nist Molly Ivins reports that a plank calling for the
legalization of filing attack dog fangs to sharpen them
was defeated, however.

A letter to Iowans from Robertson calls supporters
of Iowa’s proposed Equal Rights Amendment (on
the ballot this Fall) a “socialist, anti-family political
movement that encourages women to leave their
husbands, kill their children, practice witchcraft,
destroy capitalism and become lesbians.”

A fair number of Iowa Republicans are ERA support-
ers, and others who may not be supporters of the ERA
support evolution education, and oppose bigotry. They
seem to be left out of the Robertson Christian Coalition
and state platform equation, and they resent it.

The “Religious Right” is adept at packaging large
agendas designed to add diverse constituencies into
an apparent monolith. People who embrace one
aspect of their agenda may disagree with all or part
of the rest of it, yet they find themselves listed as
members of a coalition, a “Moral Majority,” etc.
when they endorse only one corner or another of the
platform. In this way, all Biblical literalists are often
painted into a corner as implicit supporters of a
broad political agenda, even though many are
staunch opponents of religious intrusion into gov-
ernment or public schools and perhaps other aspects
of the supposed coalition. a
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Televangelist Dobson Slams California Framework—
But Promotes NCSE!

Televangelist James Dobson publishes a maga-
zine called Focus on the Family Citizen (see
Reports 12(2):18). In the September 21, 1992 issue,
staff editors strongly criticize the California Science
Framework. “California is leading the charge to
silence critics of Darwinian evolution in public
school classrooms,” trumpets the subhead. Familiar
creationist critics (Kelly Segraves, Mark Hartwig,
David Llewellyn) are quoted, and disparaging re-
marks are made about NCSE members Lawrence
Lerner, Kevin Padian, and Thomas Jukes.

Segraves is quoted as saying, “The new science
framework is now a law that requires evolution to
be taught as a fact—and requires Christian students
to accept it as such, without any recourse. . . . Now
they’re going to be tested, graded and judged on how
well they accept the ‘fact’ of evolution.” (Actually,
the California Science Framework states clearly that
the purpose of education is to encourage understand-
ing, not to compel belief. Students who do notaccept
evolution are free to do so: but they must learn about
it if they are going to pass courses in California
science classes.)

In attacking the “error-ridden” Framework for hav-
ing published a table of molecular distances with
several errors, Citizen editors unwittingly also cast
aspersions on creationist scholarship. The table in
question, on p. 117 of the Framework, indeed does
contain errors. Original data on molecular compar-
isons had been published by Dayhoff, and portions
of the data had been reprinted in the creationist
textbook, Of Pandas and People. The authors of the
Framework deliberately used Dayhoff’s data as re-
produced in Pandas because many teachers had
already seen the creationist book, and Framework
authors sought to present the data in a familiar form.
Kevin Padian, one of the Framework authors, com-
mented, “We thought the creationists could at least
copy numbers correctly. I guess they can’t.”

This is perhaps a lesson for us all: knowing the
quality of creationist scholarship, never use them as
secondary sources for published data!

In a sidebar on p. 6, readers of Citizen are encour-
aged to write the President of the State Board of
Education to protest the Science Framework. “To

Eugenie C. Scott

find out what’s being taught at the classroom level,
ask a local school teacher or principal,” readers are
further admonished. As the goal of the scientific
creationists is to rid the schools of evolution, this
approach shows great promise. Many teachers have
simply ceased teaching evolution at the very hint of
controversy, such as when a concerned parent *“asks
a local school teacher or principal” about the teach-
ing of evolution.

NCSE is recommended in the sidebar as “the best
source of information” on anti-creationist activities
around the country. They kindly present our address
and membership fees, for which we thank them.
We’ve even added a few new members from his
“promotion!” a

e
Should Barbie Dolls Hate Math?

A new version of the famous Barbie Doll talks.
Unfortunately, until October, 1992, some of what
Mattel, Inc.’s new $25 “Teen Talk Barbie” had to
say was terrible.

“Math class is tough.”

The doll has a computer chip which randomly
chooses four phrases out of 270, presumably typical
of what young teenagers can relate to. Each doll has
about a 1.5% chance of including this phrase.

Barbie came out against math in the summer of
1992, and the American Association of University
Women and math organizations launched a protest
campaign, pointing out that Barbie contributes to a
stereotype that girls can’t do math. AAUW also
noted that the new Barbie could exacerbate the
degree to which teachers and schools already typi-
cally short-change girls by discouraging their inter-
est in mathematics.

Mattel has agreed to cut Barbie’s 270 phrases
down to 269, eliminating the offending words.
The company also offers a free swap to anyone
who wants to exchange a doll purchased before
the editing of the chip. Mattel apologized and its
spokeswoman added that she was not previously
aware of studies showing prejudice against girls
in math classes. [JRC]

NCSE Reports




':Boston AAAS Meeting Focuses on
Science and Religion

“Science and Religion: Examining Both” will be a
major section of the program at the Annual Meeting
of the American Association for the Advancement
of Science in Boston, 11-16 February 1993. “What
Is Life? Origin and Evolution” is one symposium.
That panel will be led by Cyril Ponnamperuma and
Lynn Margulis.

“Scientific Resources for a Global Religious Myth”
will be chaired by Loyal D. Rue and Ursula
Goodenough. “The Religious Significance of Big
Bang Cosmology” will be led by theologian and
physicist Robert John Russell. “Oil and Water? In-
stitutional Interactions Between Science and Reli-
gion” will be chaired by James B. Miller, United
Campus Ministry, Pittsburgh.

Other symposia of special interest to NCSE include
“The End of Eve? Fossil Evidence from Africa,”
organized by anthropologist Milford Wolpoff
(never a fan of “African Eve!”), “Models of
Biocultural Evolution: Understanding Human So-
cial and Moral Development,” and “Evolution Med-
icine: New Directions and Perspectives.”

Sessions on “Improving Formal Science Education”
will include: “International Comparative Test
Scores . . . in Selected Countries;” “History and
Philosophy of Science as Aids to Science Teach-
ing;” “Women in Science, Education and Mathe-
matics;” and “Technology for Special Needs on
Campus.”

A full-day series of symposia on Saturday, 13 Feb-
ruary, will focus on science education, including an
NCSE session on “The New Antievolutionism” as
one of six specialized symposia (see, NCSE at
AAAS, p. 8). Related sessions include a plenary
session on “Science and Mathematics Education
Reform” chaired by Jon D. Miller and symposia on
“Project 2061,” “Designing a Science Curriculum
for Middle School Students,” and “Biological Sci-
ence in the Public Domain,” chaired by NCSE Sup-
porter Michael Ruse.

The AAAS Meeting is open to members or others
who register and pay the fee; single-day rates are
available, as well, and sometimes people attend
even if they cannot afford the fees. Members of
the press are admitted free if they arrange it in
advance. a

e T
Rhode Island Park Buckles to
Creationist Pressure

Just one single creationist managed to disrupt the
advertising for a 1992 public park exhibit in Rhode
Island, as reported by the Providence Journal-Bul-
letin (9 July 1992). Roger Williams Park Zoo hosted
a display of animated dinosaur reconstructions this
summer (1992). One of the ads for this attraction
was a billboard on Route 195 which featured a
Pteranodon lurking over the slogan, “Thank God for
Evolution.” The ad campaign angered creationists,
and one of them, Erik P. Thorpe, took the protest to
its limits and finally caused the park to paint over
the offending text and then the rest of the ad.

Thorpe claimed the billboard was “a slap in the face to
every Christian who sees it, and it should be removed
immediately, unless that is its purpose.” Others ob-
jected, too, but Thorpe was the only one who pressed
the matter. “I thought that it’s blasphemy,” he said. The
theory of evolution is “filth.”

Roger Williams founded the colony of Rhode Island
as a haven for people who disagreed with state
religion and wanted to live free of state interference
with religious beliefs. [JRC]

Barbara McClintock Dies

Barbara McClintock, one of America’s preem-
inent genetics researchers and a Nobel Prize
winner, died September 3rd. She was 90 years
old and active in research at the time of her death.
Dr. James Watson, co-discoverer of DNA, com-
pared the significance of her work with that of
Gregor Mendel. She discovered the fluid nature
of genetic material nearly forty years before her
1983 Nobel—when she was the first woman to
win an unshared prize in Physiology and Medi-
cine.

Bom in 1902, Dr. McClintock eamed her Ph.D.
in 1927 and actively conducted research at Cold
Spring Harbor from 1941 until her death. Like
scientists of an earlier era, she worked basically
alone, without phalanxes of students or post-
docs, contrary to modem trends. Her research on
transposable DNA fragments was long consid-
ered at odds with Darwinian evolution until the
advent of molecular biology in the 1970s vindi-
cated her analyses and results. At her death, she
was a MacArthur Fellow and the oldest recip-
ient of that honor.
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NCSE at AAAS in February

Eugenie C. Scott

On Saturday, February 13, 1993, NCSE will present its
symposium, “The New Antievolutionism” at the
American Association for the Advancement of Science
annual meetings in Boston, MA. The session will con-
sider the “evolution” of scientific and other creation-
isms since the Edwards v Aguillard Supreme Court
decision of 1987. Speakers include Dr. William Thwa-
ites, speaking on Abrupt Appearance Theory, Kenneth
Miller on Intelligent Design Theory; Jonathan Marks
and Laurie Godfrey, Non-Darwinism and Anti-Evolu-
tion; Michael Ruse, Non-literalist anti-evolution: the
case of Phillip Johnson; and Howard Van Till, Anti-
evolutionism as a reaction to scientism. We will en-
deavor to have audiotapes of the session available to
NCSE members.

Our symposium is one of the six sessions on issues
in science education, the featured “theme” of this
AAAS Meeting. a

How Active Should NCSE Be in
Other Countries? Should We
Subsidize Subscriptions?

Member/Subscribers outside the United States are
important to NCSE, but the combination of postal
regulations and currency exchange details can make
“foreign” membership difficult. Yet our informa-
tion is needed by educators around the world.

Some obstacles to foreign membership may seem
obvious—the expense of even $28-34 is hard to
bear in many countries, for example. Banking rules
add to the problem. Most US banks flatly refuse
payment in foreign currencies, and others charge
incredible fees such as my own bank’s $25+ fee for
any Canadian Cheque deposit! A parochial US bank
attitude thus adds to the problems faced by NCSE
(and any “exporter” on the small scale, for that
matter), above and beyond the possibly high cost to
a potential low-wage subscriber in another country.

Add to this the high cost of foreign postage (no Bulk
Rate, even to Canada or Mexico, and higher First Class
and other rates, even surface mail rates). A US letter
which costs $0.29 costs $0.40 per ounce to Canada or
Mexico and $0.50 per half ounce to other countries.

Creationist missionaries are very active in Third
World countries, as is fairly well-known, although

the extent to which explicitly “scientific creationist”
missionaries are involved is less well known. In too
many countries, antievolutionists are able to stock
school and college libraries with “free” books when
the thirst for ANY books is often desperate.

In newly independent countries in Eastern Europe,
evangelical creationists are extremely active. Long-
starved for religious freedom, people welcome all
sorts of religious propaganda. We can welcome their
religious freedom without conceding the field to
“scientific” creationism, I hope, but NCSE and its
friends in these countries need help.

We charge “foreign” subscribers $28 ($34 for air mail
subscriptions), but that is already a subsidized rate. And
worse, in many countries, this an impossibly high cost.
In the former Soviet Union, for example, this is almost
double the monthly salary of many research scientists.
In countries where typing paper (let alone computers or
printers or computer paper) is virtually inaccessible,
scientific research is incredibly difficult, and this di-
lemma is most common in Third World countries
(countries often richest in the biodiversity so important
for evolutionists to study—and facing some of the most
pressing problems of habitat devastation and the resul-
tant extinction of species).

In Hungary or Poland or Tanzania or Estonia science
education could well be ceded to forces opposed to
good science but able to offer schools and libraries
“free” textbooks and references. Perhaps we can
write off the intellectual input of the vast majority
of humanity, but somehow this strikes me as pro-
foundly stupid, ethnocentric and racist—wasteful of
human resources and our concomitant ability to
affect our planet and perhaps others ones.

Can we target audiences who need us? And if so,
how do we pay for it? [JRC]

Welcome New Members

During summer and fall of 1992, NCSE ac-
quired close to 200 new members from the
American Association of Physical Anthropol-
ogists, the Society for the Study of Evolution,
the Paleontological Society, the Society for
Vertebrate Paleontology, and the American
Society of Naturalists. We welcome these sci-
entists, and look forward to using their exper-
tise to defend the integrity of science
education. [ECS]
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California Textbook League

With foundation support, NCSE published a reg-
ular series of textbook reviews. Paid circulation
was always low, and with the completion of last
year’s volume, Bookwatch Reviews suspended
publication. This decision coincided with the end
of a logical cycle of reviews of textbooks cur-
rently being used by public schools; new editions
are in preparation for adoption in coming years,
and NCSE will continue to work with publishers,
advising on science content and helping them
upgrade their “products.” (Modern textbooks are
products; many no longer even have authors’
names on their covers!)

The California Textbook League, led by promi-
nent textbook critic William J. Bennetta, contin-
ues to publish a bulletin dealing with all sorts of
textbooks—not just science. For information,
write the league at P.O. Box 51, Sausalito, CA
94966. a

i R
Robert S. Dietz Honored

Eugenie C. Scott

NCSE Supporter Dr. Robert S. Dietz was the recip-
ient of the 1992 Liberal Arts and Sciences Alumni
Achievement Award presented by the University of
Illinois at Champaign-Urbana. Dietz, a regular con-
tributor to NCSE Reports, was honored for his con-
tributions to geology.

To quote the Illinois LAS Fall 1992 newsletter,

Going against dogma, Dietz played a leading
role in two of the most important developments
in the earth sciences during his lifetime: the
establishment of plate tectonics as a new par-
adigm and the recognition of the importance of
meteoric impacts on Earth and on the terres-
trial planets. Dietz was the first scientist to
propose that the crust of the earth consists of a
series of horizontally-moving plates driven by
a process of “sea floor spreading” at mid-oce-
anic ridges. . . . Dietz withstood attacks on a
second theory he proposed initially as an un-
dergraduate: that the surface of Earth and
other planets are sculptured by meteorite im-
pacts. His later work confirmed the theory,
making him the founder of modern astrogeol-
0gy. . .. One colleague writes of Dietz, “Many
of his ideas have been called highly controver-
sial, but as far as I am aware, he has been
almostinvariably provenright by later works.”
Another writes, “His hypotheses involving as-
troblemes and other mind-stretching concepts
have caused geologists and geophysicists
throughout the world to consider their own
hypotheses and to consider alternative views
as to the origin of many of the major features
of our earth.”

Congratulations, Bob, on a well-deserved honor. (O

Figure on p. 16 is the cover of The Skeptic
1(1), © 1992 Pat Linse. The issue includes
Asimov tributes by Harlan Ellison, Steve
Allen, and Martin Gardner.

$30/yr.
2761 N. Marengo Ave.,
Altadena, CA 91001.
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“Where Have All the Creationists Gone? Onto Your
Local School Board”—Friedman Speaks at NSTA

Despite a wide-spread public belief that creationism
disappeared as a problem when the Supreme Court
killed a Louisiana “equal time law” in 1987, the
focus has simply changed from state or national
legislation to the local level. School boards, local
governments, and individual schools and teachers
are now the targets. Even local pulpits may be
besieged. While NCSE members have kept up to
date on this, most scientists and teachers have tended
to think the matter settled in favor of evolution—
until their own schools or children are targeted.

This is the message Jack Friedman, NCSE co-
founder and former president, delivers this Fall at
the November national meeting of the National Sci-
ence Teachers Association and an earlier New York
State Science Teachers Association meeting. Fried-
man says that “People are optimistic. / am. I’d like
to think that a bit of concerted effort has solved this
problem. But the problem continues, and it is prob-
ably even worse now that it’s out of the national
media eye.”

Scott, Hastings, Godfrey and Cole on the Road

NCSE Executive Director Eugenie Scott chaired a
Fall symposium, “Multicultural Approaches to Sci-
ence: The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly,” at the
annual CSICOP Conference. That meeting in Dallas
also featured a field trip to the nearby Paluxy Creek
area led by Board Member Ronnie Hastings. Has-
tings and other NCSE-ers have been active in de-
bunking creationist claims to have found human
tracks alongside dinosaur footprints along the Pal-
uxy. The dinosaur tracks are real.

In April, Dr. Scott debated Phillip Johnson, author
of Darwin on Trial, at the Southwest Anthropology
Association annual meeting in Berkeley, CA, where
NCSE member Jonathan Karpf also spoke. (See
next issue for details.) Also that month, She spoke
before the Bay Area Skeptics, and in May, at an East
Bay Skeptics meeting. June took her to the Pacific
Division of the American Association for the Ad-
vancement of Science meetings, where she and
NCSE member William Thwaites presented a work-
shop on scientific creationism at the college level.
Thwaites, role-playing a creationist professor, de-
lighted (and frustrated) the audience, which was
hard-put to cope with his genial, reasonable-sound-

Friedman says, “I retired a while ago from high
school teaching but not from science education. I've
worked on the Committees of Correspondence proj-
ect and the NCSE. It’s crazy to have to speak to
people about anti-evolutionism, in 1992. Even
worse, a typical audience member will conclude that
I’m some sort of nut. But then teachers in the audi-
ence stand up and tell me it’s worse than I claim!
Other people in the audience are shocked. Then
someone stands up to denounce evil evolutionism,
and a few more people find out this isn’t the dead
issue everyone hopes it is. I wonder what I'll do
when there are no creationists in my audience—I’'m
getting to count on them to make my point!”

Friedman also attended the Nassau County (NY) Sci-
ence Supervisors Association Conference “disguised as
a vendor in their science materials exhibit area.” All the
NCSE materials disappeared quickly. “Next time I'll
bring twice as many,” Friedman says. “Science super-
visors on Long Island are beginning to feel the begin-
[JRC]

nings of creationist pressures, I think.”

R

ing arguments for why his academic freedom should
permit his teaching of pseudoscience.

July brought Scott to a group of western states
science teachers attending an NSF-sponsored short
course on coping with creationism in the classroom.
In late August, She traveled to Santa Monica Col-
lege to present the keynote address for the faculty
Staff Development Conference, where her presenta-
tion was especially well-received.

On September 15, Scott appeared on the Ed Wilson
radio show, broadcast from Columbus, Georgia.
NCSE member Terrell Stewart managed to call in
and asked a good question on this talk show. In
October, Scott and two fellow Californian NCSE
members presented a three-part workshop to an
overflowing room of California Science Teachers
Association annual meeting attendees. In Novem-
ber, Scott will present a workshop with Rev. Tom
Carson of the United Church for Homeland Minis-
tries at the National Association of Biology Teach-
ers meeting in Denver. Their workshop will discuss,
among other things, the role of evolution in liberal
theology.

10
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Board member Laurie Godfrey spent much of the
summer doing fieldwork on fossil lemurs in the
limestone caves of Madagascar. At summer’s end,
she delivered a paper co-authored with New En-
gland Primate Center Director (and NCSE member)
Andrew Petto at the International Primatological
Society meeting in Strasbourg, France. She was an
invited speaker in the Baruch College (CUNY) Glo-
bus Seminar Series in New York.

Board Member John Cole was the keynote speaker
and a symposium panelist at a special meeting of the
Nova Scotia Archaeological Society in Halifax,
Canada. He spoke on popular misunderstandings
about archaeology and evolution. a

Defective Issues?

Sometimes printing or binding results in defective
copies being mailed. We certainly strive to avoid
problems, but if they do happen, let us know and we
will send a replacement issue.

For example, we’ve found that C/E 30 was
mailed with a number of unintended blank pages
to a handful of people; if you were affected,
please let us know, if you haven’t already, so we
can correct the error. However, note that C/E 30
included a couple of blank last-pages because I
screwed up as an editor allegedly understanding
how print pages relate to manuscript pages. My
apologies. However, this is a different matter—
defective editing is, alas, not covered in your
warrantee, but I promise to keep trying. a

VISA and MasterCard Come to
NCSE

NCSE is finalizing arrangements to enable us
to receive credit card payments for books,
tapes, subscriptions, etc. This should be espe-
cially useful to non-US members because it
will solve the problem of paying in US-dollars
only.

However, some renewal notices and the Fall
Book Catalogue do not yet reflect this new
service. If you wish to charge your renewal or
book order, be sure to indicate the relevant
info: Full name, card number, card expiration
date—and TYPE of card—Visa or MC, plus
your signature.

i s

E: R
NCSE And PfAW Cooperate On
Textbook Reviews

Eugenie C. Scott

In 1990, NCSE and People for the American Way,
the 300,000 member nonpartisan constitutional lib-
erties organization, cooperated in reviewing high
school biology textbooks submitted to the state of
Texas for adoption. Biology Textbooks 1990: The
New Generation was published to help Texas teach-
ers and others make informed choices in textbook
selection.

In 1992, NCSE and PfAW joined forces again, this
time to review 7th and 8th grade science textbooks
submitted for adoption in California. Dr. William
Thwaites, biology professor at San Diego State Uni-
versity, and NCSE’s executive director, Dr. Eugenie
C. Scott, reviewed the textbooks and submitted writ-
ten and oral testimony before the California State
Curriculum Commission and the Board of Educa-
tion during August and September of 1992.

Because of previous controversy over the strong
position of evolution in the California Science
Framework (see Reports 9(6):1, 10(1):10), anti-
evolutionist Religious Right organizations such as
Lou Sheldon’s Traditional Values Coalition, and
Robert Simond’s Citizens for Excellence in Educa-
tion, were expected to have a strong showing at the
public hearings. The dates of the August hearings
corresponded closely to the Republican national
convention in Houston, at which members of the
religious right prominent. Why Sheldon, Simonds,
et al. passed up the September public hearing is not
known. Perhaps they felt that they had already lost

the battle of evolution in the California Science

Framework and will be concentrating their efforts at
the local level where choices are made among ap-
proved books.

The 34 page NCSE/PfAW report, Have Junior High
Science Books Evolved Since 19857, is available
through NCSE for $4.50, including postage. It fo-
cuses on whether the instructional programs submit-
ted for adoption cover the nature of science (science
as a way of knowing) and evolution accurately and
sufficiently. Books varied considerably in their abil-
ity to meet the stated criteria, but the authors con-
cluded that these books generally were improved
over the books submitted seven years ago. Still,
much remains to be done to produce accurate and
up-to-date textbooks. a
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LIST MEMBERS
Berra, Evolution and the Myth of Creationism 795 6.35
Birx, Interpreting Evolution *29.95 24.00
Clark, Evolution and Cultural Literacy 7.00 5.60
Dalrymple, The Age of the Earth *49.50 39.50
Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker 8.95 7.15
Dietz and Holden, Creation/Evolution Satiricon 9.95 7.95
NEW Desmond and Moore, Darwin. The Life of a Tormented *35.00 28.00
Evolutionist
tEcker, The Dictionary of Science and Creationism *34.95 27.95
Edey and Johanson, Blueprints *19.95 15.95
NEW _Eldredge, The Miner's Canary 20.00 16.00
Eve and Harrold, The Creationist Movement in Modern America 11.95 9.55
Godfrey, Scientists Confront Creationism 9.70 1.75
Gould, Bully for Brontosaurus 10.95 8.75
Gould, Ever Since Darwin; The Panda’ s Thumb 595 4.75
Gould, Hen's Teeth and Horse' s Toes 6.95 555
Gould, Flamingo's Smile 8.95 7.15
Gould, Wonderful Life *19.95 15.95
Harold and Eve, Cult Archaeology and Creationism *22.95 18.35
Homer, Digging Dinosaurs *17.95 14.35
Larson, Trial and Error 9.95 795
Lewin, In the Age of Mankind 19.95 15.95
Lewin, The Thread of Life *29.95 23.95
Mayr, One Long Argument: Charles Darwin and the Genesis of 19.95 15.95
Evolutionary Thought
McCollister, ed., Voices for Evolution 5.00 4.00
NEW_ McGowan, Dinosaurs, Spitfires and Sea Dragons *29.95 23.95
McGowan, In the Beginning. . . A Scientist Shows Why the 17.95 14.35
Creationists Are Wrong
Mclver, Anti-Evolution, An Annotated Bibliography *39.95 33.95
Montagu, Science and Creationism 15.95 12.75
Morris, The Long War Against God *21.95 17.55
Newell, Creation and Evolution: Myth or Reality? 12.95 10.35
NEW_Numbers, The Creationists 27.50 22.00
Raup, Extinction: Bad Genes or Bad Luck? *19.95 15.95
Robinson and Tiger, eds. Man and Beast Revisited 16.95 13.55
Ruse, But is it Science? *27.95 2235
Smith, Did Darwin Get it Right? *25.00 20.00
tStrahler, Science and Earth History, the Evolution/Creation *46.95 37.50
Controversy
NEW _Strahler, Understanding Science *25.95 20.75
Van Till, Young, and Menninga, Science Held Hostage 9.95 7.95
Willis, The Hominid Gang 10.95 8.75
NEW_Wilson, The Diversity of Life *29.95 23.95
Kids Books
Barker, Maybe Yes, Maybe No 11.95 9.55
Haught, Science in a Nanosecond 12.95 10.25
Peters, From the Beginning, The Story of Human Evolution 14.95 11.95
Stein, The Evolution Book 12.95 10.35
Stein, The Science Book 9.95 7.95

tSpecial shipping fee—see Order Form at right
*cloth

Bumpersticker #1

NEW Books

The Diversity of Life
E.O. Wilson

Explores evolutionary diversity and ex-
plains the extent of alarming species and
habitat loss, predicting extensive extinc-
tion rate unless governments take drastic
action.

The Creationists
Ronald L. Numbers

The long-awaited definitive history of the
modem scientific creationism movement.
Says one reviewer: “Numbers’ . . . train of
pious mountebanks, tin-pot demagogues,
and invincible cranks reminds us—and
wamns us—that today’s fanaticism may be
tomorrow’s science.”

Understanding Science
Arthur N. Strahler

The author of the award-winning Science
and Earth History discusses prediction,
testing, falsification, chaos, quantum me-
chanics, pseudoscience, and many other
topics. Avail. mid-September.

Dinosaurs, Spitfires and Sea
Dragons

Chris McGowan

The author of In The Beginning: A Scientist
Shows Why the Creationists Are Wrong has
written “a wonderfully rigorous introduc-
tion to the functional analysis of dinosaurs,
pterosaurs, and icthyosaurs.” “Strikes an
excellent balance between scientific integ-
rity and fun.” —Creation/Evolution.

Darwin. The Life of a
Tormented Evolutionist

Adrian Desmond and James Moore

Darwin, the man and his work, within the
Victorian social and political context that
shaped his views. Includes newly-pub-
lished letters and 90 photos, in 800 en-
gagingly-written pages. Gould says,
“Unquestionably the finest biography ever
written about Darwin.”

NCSE Reports




The Miner’s Canary
Niles Eldredge

Eldredge on extinction: “Can we pinpoint
what causes extinction without human in-
tervention, then see what happens when we
add humans to the mix? Can we come up
with a general theory of extinction that
relates past to present—and perhaps helps
us see a bit more clearly the nature of our
own present day situation?” Clear and
readable style.

Now Available in Paperback!

Creation and Evolution:
Myth or Reality?

Norman D. Newell

The famous paleontologist’s discussion of
both evolution and scientific creationism.
A must for anyone who wishes to under-
stand the creation/evolution controversy.

Special Manuscript Offer

Sonleitner’s What’s Wrong With Pan-
das? is now in printed form. Over 100
pages, including illustrations not available
on diskette. Cost to members: $10.00, incl.
postage.

Poster

Smithsonian Chart of
Animal Evolution

27" x 39 3/8". Accurately and thor-
oughly shows relationships between
terrestrial and aquatic, extinct and
extant groups. Geological scale.
List: $12.00

Member: $11.00

NCSE
Bumperstickers

See examples at left and right.
$3 each, shipping included.

Symposia

1989 Annual Meeting, Full Symposium

“Only a Theory” 2 tapes

1982 AAAS Pacific Division Symposium

“Evolutionists Confront Creationists”
John Patterson, Probability & Thermodynamics 1 tape
Robert Root-Bernstein, History & Philosophical Issues 1 tape
Russell Doolittle, Origin of Life 1 tape
Brent Dalrymple, Age of the Earth 1 tape
Joel Cracraft, Systematics & the Fossil Record 1 tape
Vince Sarich, Human Evolution 1 tape
William Thwaites, General Discussion & Questions 1 tape

Debates

1977 Awbrey/Thwaites/Morris/Gish 3 tapes

1987 Fezer/Doughty 2 tapes

1988 Thwaites/Gish 3 tapes

1988 Saladin/Gish 2 tapes

Lecture

1976 K. Mather, The Scopes Trial 1 tape

DOS compatible, 3 1/2" DD, unless otherwise requested.
WordPerfect or ASCII format (please specify)

15.00
10.00
15.00
10.00

4.00

Henke: Origin of Theses $10.00
Sonleitner: Creationist Movies $5.00
Sonleitner: What’s Wrong with Pandas? $5.00
Add $1.00 for shipping
1984 Saladin/Gish 8.00
1987 Bakken/Gish 5.00
1988 Saladin/Gish Debate IT 10.00
1989 Zindler/Morris (Noah’s Flood) 450
1990 Zindler/Gish 5.00
1991 Parrish/Gish 7.00
Quantity Description Price
(attach additional pages, if needed) Subtotal
Shipping: Tax: CA residents add 8.25%
Books: $1.50 (add $1 for each additional book)
$2.50 (Strahler and Ecker books)
Cassettes,transcripts: 13 $1.25
4-5 $1.75
6+ $2.00
Foreign Orders: We will invoice shipping costs Subtotal
Q Check Chargetomy: Q Visa Q MasterCard TOTAL
Credit Card # Exp.:
Name (as it appears on card),
Signature
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip: Phone:
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an
intelligent
Creator
devise so
many things
that work at
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purposes to
one another?
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Visiting the ICR Museum

S ince I study non-creation science nearby, I vis-
ited the Institute for Creation Research August
27th in the San Diego suburb of Santee.

Like any visitor to their building, I encountered the
“ICR Museum of Creation and Earth History” which
dominates much of the first floor. After receiving a
museum pamphlet and a copy of the latest ICR
Graduate School catalogue, I proceeded through the
museum. The curator was listening to Rush
Limbaugh on a radio at the front desk.

Visually, the museum is quite impressive and was
quite busy for a Thursday afternoon, I thought. It is
laid out roughly according to an ICR view of the
order of Creation. The museum’s “grand opening”
was scheduled for September 18-20 but was already
open to visitors. A few highlights follow, beginning
at the end of the tour where we find a comparison of
the “Creationist Tree” with deep roots and *“good
fruits” with the “Evolutionist Tree” which has “short
roots” and “evil fruits™:

Creationist Tree

Genuine Christianity Correct Practice
True Christology True Science
True Evangelism True History
True Missions True Government
True Fellowship True Americanism
True Gospel True Family Life
True Faith True Education -
True Morality True Hope
Evolutionary Tree
Harmful Philosophies Evil Practices
Communism Abortion
Naziism Promiscuity
Imperialism Pornography
Monopolism Genocide
Humanism Euthanasia
Atheism Infanticide
Amoralism Chauvinism
Scientism Bestiality
Racism Homosexuality
Pantheism Drug Culture
Behaviorism Child Abuse
Materialism - Slavery

Steven Linke
Molecular Biology
Salk Institute-La Jolla
UC-San Diego

The origins of races was explained elsewhere: “The
separate language groups no longer could inter-
marry freely with the rest of mankind [after the
Tower of Babel sin]. As inbreeding and lack of
access to the larger gene pool of genes occurred,
ethnic characteristics developed. Furthermore, each
local environment tended to favor selection of cer-
tain traits and eliminate the others. Ethnic character-
istics, such as skin color, arose from loss of genetic
variability, not from origin of new genes through
mutation as suggested by evolution. ‘The concept of
race is an evolutionary idea.’ Scripture teaches that
‘God has made of one blood all nations,’ Acts 17:26.
All humans possess the same color, just different
amounts of it. We are all descended from Adam and
Noah.” [And perhaps some women, t00?]

Any questions?

[Based on a report in BASIS 11(9): 1-6; see Re-
sources] a

SR S

Creatlomsts and the Mllllpede

Frank J. Sonleitner
Department of Zoology
University of Oklahoma, Norman, OK

Creationists have argued that many adaptations
of the millipede cannot be explained by evolution
(E.L. Williams, G.F. Howe, and R.R. White, “A
Desert Millipede: Evolution or Design? An Intro-
duction,” Creation Science Quarterly 28(1): 7-
16). Butcan creationism explain them? Like most
other millipedes, the desert millipede has an elab-
orate defense mechanism of glands opening out
in each body segment to emit noxious and poi-
sonous substances. Why should this be, if prior
to The Fall there was no death or predation? The
authors have no answer. They are also concerned
about the Creator designing imperfect defense
systems! If the Creator were to give prey 100%
efficient organisms of defense, there would be no
point in creating predators or parasites which
could not survive. Why would an intelligent Cre-
ator devise so many things that work at cross
purposes to one another?

14
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The authors claim that the Creator designed desert-
dwelling fauna and flora—implying that there were
deserts in existence prior to Noah’s Flood, in direct
contradiction to a number of creationist concepts
such as global abundance of water, dew, and tropical
vegetation in the original creation. The many legs of
the millipede are said to be for strength in “bulldoz-
ing” burrows needed for hibernation in dry or cold
seasons of the year. Were there dry or cold seasons

in the original creation? Finally, they write that this
creature is specifically designed to be a “recycler”
of dead plant matter in the desert. Again, this seems
to contradict the creationist dogma that death did not
exist before The Fall.

All of the specific “design” features of the millipede
discussed in the CRSQ paper are completely at odds
with creationist theology. a

Stealth continued from p. 3

Grimstead, San Diego County organizer for what he
calls the “National Coordinating Council,” spoke
cheerfully of employing the San Diego model na-
tionwide to elect candidates by stealth, others are
turning cautious in public comments.

Ralph Reed, as a leader of Pat Robertson’s Christian
Coalition, used to speak proudly of waging war
“under cover of night” where “you shimmy along
on your belly,” but today he speaks more cautiously.
Reed’s allies now seek to avoid publicity while
pressing similar tactics. Reed predicts a membership
of 700,000 by next year, claiming that President
Bush’s defeat will wake up people to the need to
reclaim America at the grass roots level.

In 1992, they are finding more opposition but using
the same tactic. Various “spokesmen,” office-hold-
ers and candidates refused to speak to MacNeil-
Lehrer reporters. However, in an audio recordin g of
Steve Baldwin, one of the movement leaders in San
Diego, could be heard denouncing both the nation-
wide influence of witchcraft and the opponents of
teaching creationism in public schools.

Are fundamentalist Christian organizations re-
ally taking over secular offices like school boards
in record numbers, or are they just more visible
now? Observers say it may be some of both.
Perhaps there are no more “fundamentalists” in
office than usual, but they are far more organized
and eager to impose their personal views on pub-
lic policy. The New York Times (31/10/92) esti-
mates the number of conservative evangelical
Christians in the US to be 23% of the adult
population, but historically they have never
voted as a bloc, and many disagree with the
conservative social agenda. The New York Times
(5/11/92) reports that 23% of the “White born-
again Christians” voted Democratic this year, .

compared with 18% in 1988, 22% in 1984, and
33% in 1980.

In 1988, Pat Robertson showed surprising
strength in early primary elections, but he faded
quickly. It is unclear how extensively his organi-
zation has been able to move out of that earlier-
defined base of support in national politics, but
in the less-publicized world of local contests,
“stealth politics” has been effective, so far.

Ralph Reed, director of the Christian Coalition, says
“It will be union boilerrooms and the black churches
versus the evangelicals, and I think . . . there’s going
to be a lot of surprised faces on election night” (New
York Times 31/10/92). A full page ad in USA Today
by another group said that voting for Clinton would
be a “sin against God.”

Organizations spearheading Religious Right
efforts include Pat Robertson’s Christian Co-
alition, Robert Simond’s Citizens for Excel-
lence in Education, the Family Research
Council, the American Research Council, the
Freedom Coalition, and the United Christians
of California. There are also allied single-
issue organizations such as Operation Rescue
and the National Right to Life Committee with
often overlapping memberships. a

Phil Ives Dies in Amherst

Dr. Phillip T. Ives, author of seminal papers on
Drosophila genetics, long-time Amherst College
biologist, and NCSE member, died in July 1992,

Ivesresearched fruit fly genetics in the years after
World War II when genetics was undergoing a
revival of interest with the advent of the “New
Synthesis” in evolutionary biology.

>
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Listing items here or offering to distribute them does
not imply NCSE endorsement or agreement; anno-
tations are by the editor or various contributors.
“SASE” = “Self-Addressed Stamped Envelope”

AAAS. 1992. Careers *92: Alternative Paths. Sci-
ence 257:1707-1769, 18 September. Info about
post-docs, business careers, non-Ph.D. jobs, grant
funding, etc. for scientists; every high school and
college counselor should have this on hand to advise
students. Available from AAAS, 1333 “H” Street,
NW, Washington, DC 20005 for $1.25+$1.50
postage ($0.60 postage for each additional copy).

Anon. 1992. The End of Life’s Long Childhood. The
Economist 325(7780): 103-104, 10 October. Pre-
Cambrian paleontology and the origins of animal
life. Report on research by Andrew Knoll of Har-
vard. Available from NCSE for
$0.50+SASE.

Asimov, Isaac. 1992. Atom: Journey
Across the Subatomic Cosmos. NY: Tru-
man Talley. 319 pp., $12.00, pb. How
finely can a piece of matter be divided?
From the Greeks and Romans to today.

Bizzo, N.M.V. 1992. Darwin on Man in

the Origin of Species: Further Factors Considered.
Journal of the History of Biology 25(1): 137-147.
How did Darwin think natural selection applied to
humans? SASE+$1.25 from NCSE.

Blumenschine, Robert J., and John A. Cavallo.
1992. Scavenging and Human Evolution. Scientific
American 267(4): 90-96. New research shores up
the conclusion that early humans were scavengers
rather than big game hunters.

Boyer, Paul. 1992. When Time Shall Be No More;
Prophesy Belief in Modern American Culture. Cam-
bridge: Harvard University Press. 468pp, illus., $29.95.
The ancient roots of modemn religious doomsayers such
as Hal Lindsay (Late, Great Planet Earth, etc.).

Bratt, James D. 1992. Adam, Eve, and the Christian
Reformed Church. The Christian Century9-16 Sep-
tember, pp. 805-808. The history and theology in-
volved in Old Earth vs. Young Earth creationism in
the politics of the American “Dutch Reformed”
church.

Browne, M.W. 1992. 40-Million-Year-Old Extinct
Bee Yields Oldest Genetic Material. New York

Times, 25 Sept. Report on technical papers; DNA
found in insects preserved in amber.

Bruce, Steve. 1990. Modemity and Fundamental-
ism: The New Christian Right in America. The
BritishJournal of Sociology 41(4): 477ff. Not likely
to succeed in the long run, he sez.

Carr,JosephJ. 1992. The Art of Science; A Practical
Guide to Experiments, Observations and Handling
Data. NY(?): HighText. 365 pp., $19.95, pb. How
amateurs can do pro-level science.

Fox, Richard C., G.P. Youzwyshyn, and D.W.
Krause. 1992. Post-Jurassic mammal-like reptile
from the Paleocene. Nature 358:233-235. Follow-
up letter from Hans-Dieter Sues Nature 239:278
included. Discussion of new fossil Therapsid that
hung around until the Cenozoic—if mate-
rials are correctly interpreted.
SASE+$1.00 from NCSE.

Freedman, Wendy. 1992. The Expansion
Rate and Size of the Universe. Scientific
American 267(5): 54-60 (November).
Present measurements of the Hubble Con-
stant vary by a factor of 2, leaving wide
leeway for competing hypotheses about
the fate of the Universe; new techniques may change
the picture.

Gibbons, Ann. 1992. Mitochondrial Eve:
Wounded, But Not Dead Yet. Science 257: 873-
875 (14 Aug). News about flaws in the original
computer runs—basic scenario may still be true
re: African origin of modern humans.
SASE+$1.00 from NCSE.

Gleick, James. 1992. Genius. The Life and Science
of Richard Feynman. NY: Pantheon. 531 pp.,
$27.50. Bio of the amazing physicist, biologist, sci-
ence education reformer and drummer.

Gray, Jane, and William Shear. 1992. Early Life on
Land. American Scientist 80: 444-456. Minute fos-
sils offer evidence that life invaded the land millions
of years earlier than previously thought.
SASE+$1.50 from NCSE.

Hills, Ben. 1992. Ark Enemies. Good Weekend
(Sydney Morning Herald magazine supplement), 15
August. Cover plus pp.28-31, +3 unnumbered
pages about Australian Allen Roberts’ Noah’s Ark
claims and geologist Ian Plimer’s debunking efforts.

16

NCSE Reports




Good overview of the flavor of the Australian argu-
ment. SASE+$1.25 from NCSE.

Hoeveler, J. David, Jr. 1992. Inside Creationism.
Review of The Creationists, by R. Numbers. Sci-
ence 258: 487-488, 16 October. Takes us into a
surprising, virtually unknown world, the reviewer
says. (But not to NCSE!)

Johnson, Phillip E. 1992. The Religion of the Blind
Watchmaker. A 2pp. printed ms. reply to Gould
review of Darwin on Trial. SASE+$0.25 from
NCSE.

Johnson, Stephen D., Joseph Tasney, and Ronald
Burton. 1989. Pat Robertson: Who Supported His
Candidacy for President? The Journal for the Scien-
tific Study of Religion 28(4): 387-399. Analysis of
polls suggests Robertson’s agenda alienated more
than it attracted in 1988.

Kristan-Tollmann, Edith, and Alexander Tollman.
1991. The Flood Impact (translation of Der Sintflut-
Impakt). Mitt. Osterr. Geol. Ges., 84: 1-63 (5 pp.
English abstract). Out of left field, 2 University of
Vienna geologists® Vellikovsky-like argument for
young Earth and recent memories of Ice Ages,
Floods, etc. a few thousand years ago. Summary
available from NCSE for $2.00 + SASE.

Lawton, Kim. 1992. The New Face(s) of the Reli-
gious Right. Christianity Today 20 July, pp. 42-45.
Grassroots, school board, and other local fronts,
now, and more effective because out of national
media spotlight.

Leakey, Richard, and Roger Lewin. 1992. Origins
Reconsidered. NY: Doubleday. 512 pp., illus.
$25.00. 15 years after their first Origins book; half
about field research, half about where humans fit
into nature.

Levinton, Jeffrey S. 1992. The Big Bang of Animal
Evolution. Scientific American 267(5): 84-91 (No-
vember). Several proposed explanations of the
“Cambrian Explosion” ca. 600 mya seem to fall
short.

Lewin, Roger. 1992. No Monkey’s Uncle. Book World,
p- 4, 13 September. Full-page review of Ronald L.
Numbers’ book, The Creationists (Knopf).

Linke, Steven. 1992. A Visit to ICR. BASIS 11(9):
1-6, September. Detailed description of the ICR?s

new Creationism museum. SASE+$1.00 from
NCSE.

Livingstone, David N. 1992. Darwinism and Cal-
vinism. The Belfast-Princeton Connection. ISIS 83:
408-428. Historical study of diverse reactions to
Darwin at two different 19th century Calvinist cen-
ters.

Matson, David. 1992. A Short List of Evolutionary
Transitional Forms. 12pp, manuscript. Discusses all
your favorite intermediates. Good for debating. In-
cludes references. $2.00 from NCSE.

May, Robert M. 1992. How Many Species Inhabit
the Earth? Scientific American 267(4): 42-48 (Oc-
tober). No one knows, yet urgent policy decisions
depend on knowing the answer.

Menendez, Albert J. 1992. The Great Satan of Hu-
manism. The Humanist 52(5):18, 36 (September).
Brief survey of fundamentalist “Christian school”
textbooks. SASE+$1.00 from NCSE.

Menendez, Albert J. 1992. Visions of Reality; What
Fundamentalist Schools Teach. Buffalo: Pro-
metheus Books. 152 pp., $14.95. Extended version
of the above; by the Americans for Religious Liberty
Research Director. Order from ARL, Box 6656,
Silver Spring, MD 20916.

Moorhead, James H. 1984. Between Progress and
Apocalypse: A Reassessment of Millenialism in
American Religious Thought, 1800-1880. Journal
of American History, December. Old article refer-
ence highly rec’d by Wilson Quarterly; did prophesy
of “end times” really die out or just fade?

Numbers, Ronald L. 1992. The Creationists. NY:
Alfred Knopf. A detailed history of modern cre-
ationism; traces its lineages, obscure and famous,
via exhaustive interviews and document
searches. Available from NCSE at discount;
see centerfold.

Preston, Richard. 1992. A Reporter at Large: Crisis
in the Hot Zone. The New Yorker, 26 October, pp.
58-81. Chilling description of US Army and Cen-
ters for Disease Control to identify and control a
“break out” of evolving strains of lethal tropical
forest viruses with no antidote or cure and a 10% or
lower survival rate among infected humans. Human
pressures on tropical zones are said to be fomenting
emergence of new diseases.

Phillip
Johnson

replies to
Gould,

Scott, and

his other
critics.
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Purcell, Rosamund Wolff, and Stephen Jay Gould.
1992. Finders, Keepers; Eight Collectors.NY: Nor-
ton. 157 pp., $50. More of Purcell’s amazing color
photos of museum collections and Gould’s essays
about the pictures. Available through NCSE; call
Theresa, 510-843-3393.

Sagan, Carl, and Ann Druyan. 1992. Shadows of
Forgotten Ancestors. NY: Random House. New
book on origins and evolution of life on earth.

Schrock, J. Richard. 1991. Trends and initiatives in
science education in Indiana, 1988. Proceedings of
the Indiana Academy of Science 100:49-64. Good
news and bad news about the state of science edu-
cation in Indiana. One in five teachers favor “equal
time” for creationism in science classes.
SASE+$1.25 from NCSE.

Steinfels, Peter. 1992. The Big Bang, and Why Few
Theologians View it as a Vindication of Biblical
Accounts. New York Times, 29 August. Theologians
stress that physics isn’t religion.

Strahler, Arthur N. 1992. Understanding Science:
An Introduction to Concepts and Issues. Buffalo:
Prometheus Books. 409 pp., $25.95. See centerfold
for special NCSE price.

Taylor, Charles A. 1992. Of Audience, expertise,
and authority: the evolving creationism debate.
Quarterly Journal of Speech 78(3):277-295.
“Creationism endures not only in spite of the
response of the scientific community, but also, in
part, because of it. An analysis of the controversy
between 1975 and 1990 indicates that the scien-
tific response to creationism misconstrues both
the scientific pretensions of creationism and the
relative insularity of scientific decision making
on questions of public policy.” Available from
NCSE for $2.90

Toumey, Christopher P. 1990. Sectarian Aspects of
American Creationism. International Journal of
Moral and Social Studies 5(2): 116-142. Title de-
scribes it. $3.00 from NCSE.

van den Bergh, Sidney. 1992. The Age and Size of
the Universe. Science 258: 421-424, 16 October.
Highly technical survey of new techniques.

Wilson, E.O. 1992. The Diversity of Life. Cam-
bridge: Belknap Press of Harvard University
Press. 424 pp., $29.95. Explores evolutionary

diversity and explains the extent of alarming spe-
cies and habitat loss, predicting a possible 20%
extinction rate in the near future unless govern-
ments take drastic action. See centerfold for
special NCSE price.

Especially forTeachers

AAAS. 1992. Careers *92: Altemnative Paths.
Science 257:1707-1769, 18 September. Info
about post-docs, business careers, non-Ph.D.
jobs, grant funding, etc. for scientists; every
high school and college counselor should have
this on hand to advise students. available from
AAAS, 1333 “H” Street, NW, Washington,
DC 20005 for $1.25+$1.50 postage ($0.60
postage for each additional copy).

AAAS. 1992. Sourcebook for Science, Math-
ematics and Technology Education. #91-38S
from AAAS Books, Box 753, Dept. ASS,
Waldorf, MD 20604. $12.95 + $4.00 ship-
ping. 2500 programs and organizations in-
volved in science education.

BSCS. 1992. Teaching About the History and
Nature of Science and Technology: A Curric-
ulum Framework. $3.00 from: Biological Sci-
ences Study Committee, 830 N. Tejon St,
Suite 405, Colorado Springs, CO 80903-4720
(“attn:CAT™).

Beardsley, Tim. 1992. Teaching Real Sci-
ence. Scientific American 267(4): 98-108.
Any revolution in science ed faces an uphill
battle amid school budget cuts, textbook
“dumbing down,” etc. SASE+$1.25.

EPA Journal is a bimonthly magazine for the
general public interested in environmental
topics. Departments include “For the Class-
room.” Order from: Superintendent of Docu-
ments, New Orders, PO Box 371954,
Pittsburgh, PA 15250-7954; $10/yr US,
$12.50/yr, other countries.

Science is ..., published by The Commu-
nication Project with Scholastic, is a 515
page compendium of hands-on exploration
activities, projects, puzzles, games, and
facts for children 6 through 14. $29.95. Call
1-800-325-6149 in the US, 1-800-325-
6149 elsewhere for orders or info.
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Johnson vs. Sarich Debate: Did NCSE Get It Wrong?

A Reply
John L. Wiester, Chair,
Committee for Integrity in Science Education
American Scientific Affiliation, Buellton, CA

read with interest the report by Mary Lou

Mendum on the March 4th debate between
Berkeley professors Phillip E. Johnson and Vincent
Sarich at UC Davis (Reports 12(1)). It’s a pity that
the debate videotape is technically poor, because
with the exception of some poorly phrased questions
from the audience, the content is excellent. Indeed,
it was a pleasure to watch this intelligent interchange
between two mutually respectful Berkeley profes-
sors. It was refreshing to see light rather than heat
shed upon the audience.

My review of the videotape indicates Mendum’s
report has not accurately reflected Johnson’s state-
ments. For example, her title read, “Berkeley Law
Prof Opposes Non-religious Nature of Science.”
The text, reinforced by a high-lighted call-out, read
“[Johnson] vigorously argued against the non-reli-
gious nature of the scientific method itself.”

Johnson did not oppose or argue against the non-reli-
gious nature of science or the science method. What he
did object to and “‘vigorously” argue against was the
misuse of science to advance the program of metaphys-
ical materialism. To quote him from the tape: “But of
course, there are two lessons that we should have
leamed about science from the twentieth century expe-
rience, and not just one. One lesson is that scientific
technology properly applied does work wonders. The
other is that pseudoscientific philosophies have contin-
ually borrowed the prestige of experimental science in
order to putacross philosophical, political, and religious
doctrines of importance to certain movements. The
great examples of our time are, of course, Freudian-
ism—Freudian psychoanalysis, which was accepted by
all the reasonable people in the universities and in the
intellectual journals as science for so long—and Marx-
ism. Darwinism applies to society. And indeed, in his
introductory textbook for evolutionary biology stu-
dents, Douglas Futuyma states that Darwin did for
biology what Marx did for society and Freud for the
mind. He advanced the program of mechanism and
materialism, of metaphysical naturalism.”

I would also like to correct Mendum’s comment that
Johnson stated “three times during the evening, that

one of the major reasons why he rejects evolution is
that artificial breeding programs have not produced
new species.”

Johnson was not dealing with “evolution” which he
carefully pointed out has many different meanings,
but with a specific claim of Darwinism, the blind
watchmaker thesis, “that unintelligent purposeless-
ness mechanical forces created everything.” John-
son also pointed out that he didn’t want to lay too
much weight on the lack of unequivocal examples
of anew species, because he was concerned not with
the production of a new isolated breeding group, but
with something truly new, such as new kinds of
organs and basic body plans. “In fact, the evidence
of artificial selection is that change occurs within a
very limited radius.”

Further, Johnson called the use of artificial selection
to demonstrate what you can do without purpose or
intelligence, “a simple logical fallacy. What the
artificial selection analogy really proves is that even
with intelligence operating through selection, you
get only limited variation.”

In closing, I hope there will be more debates of the
Johnson-Sarich format so that we can all become
better educated and more precise in our communi-
cation as a result.

Rejoinder

Mary Lou Mendum
Department of Viticulture
University of California-Davis

John Wiester’s criticism of my article hinges on two
points: first, my statement that “Johnson vigorously
argued against the non-religious nature of the scien-
tific method itself,” and second, my paraphrasing
Johnson’s contention that he rejects evolution be-
cause he knows of no new species which have been
produced through artificial breeding programs.

The Johnson quotations Wiester offers with respect to
artificial speciation, presumably transcribed from his
tape of the debate, prove my point admirably. Johnson
cites a lack of artificially created species as a reason to
reject evolution. Such artificial species are fairly com-
mon among cultivated plants, and they can involve
rather large changes in “’kinds of organs and basic body
plans.” I can’t really blame Johnson for not knowing
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about plant breeding, since few popular science books
bother to mention the subject. However, his under-
standable ignorance on the subject doesn’t change the
fact that he based his argument on a false premise, and
Sarich should have called him on it.

Wiester’s first objection, that Johnson was not, in
fact, arguing against the non-religious nature of
science, is more complex, because it involves se-
mantics. Wiester and I are using very different def-
initions of “science” and “non-religious nature.”

I define science as the process of discovering natural
explanations for natural phenomena. As such, science
is unavoidably materialistic. I agree with Wiester that
not all important materialistic thought is scientific, as
his Johnson quote demonstrates. However, the unargu-
able fact that Freudian psychoanalysis and Marxist
economics do not conform to rigorous scientific stan-
dards does not change the equally unarguable fact that
Darwinian natural selection does.

If Wiester wishes to limit the definition of “religion”
to recognized denominations, with attendant
dogma, scripture, set prayers, and clergy, then he is
right. Johnson never advocated the addition of any
particular denomination’s religious assumptions to
the scientific method.

However, in my article, I used the word “religion” in a
broader sense to refer to supematural thinking in gen-
eral: the assumption that one or more beings exist which
are not bound by natural laws. In his talk, Johnson
repeatedly challenged Sarich for proof that natural laws
could not, in theory, be suspended at certain times and
places, and that such a suspension of natural law could
not be responsible for fudging biologists’ data enough
to convince them that life evolved.

An old standby in freshman philosophy classes is to
ask students to prove the world was not created ten
minutes ago, complete with an internally consistent
history of material objects and memories. By the time
they get to be sophomores, the students have learned
that one can’t prove either side of a question if the
question is stated in such a way as to invalidate, in
principle, every existing piece of evidence.

If one assumes, as Johnson asks scientists to assume,
that the data from any experiment are just as likely
to be the result of a supernatural being’s practical
joke, as they result from natural laws, then the
scientific method is a waste of time. Scientists might
just as well give up and go home. I am sure that this

would please many creationists, since discarding all
scientific evidence as unreliable would place reli-
gious explanations on equal footing with material-
istic ones for the first time in three centuries.

However, even though the materialistic scientific
method must also beg the theoretically unprovable
question about whether suspensions of natural laws
are possible, it has one irrefutable advantage over
religious thought systems which have begged the
question in the opposite way. It works.

[Editor’s note: It is not my policy to publish endless
debates about debates! However, I hope this exchange
makes some sense to readers, even standing alone.

S LS

Bible-Science Next fof:Rurﬁ»ania

John Cole
I recently received a fund-raising phone call from a
man speaking for the Bible-Science Association. He
asked if T knew that “Greg just returned from an
exciting visit to various Eastern European countries
where there is a tremendous thirst for the Gospel?”

I thought fast and realized “Greg” is the Executive
Director of B-SA and said, “No, I didn’t know.”

My caller went on to explain that wages were so low
in those countries that they could set up a publishing
and evangelizing project in a given country “for only
$100 per month—that’s for writing, editing, desktop
publishing, printing, and preaching the Gospel! We
can hire people for as little as $15 per month over
there! Can we count on you?”

“No, I'm afraid not. . ..”

“But Mr. Cole, for your pledge of $100 per month,
you could support a month’s work in someplace like
Moldovaor....”

“No, thanks,” I said.

From another Board member, I heard that they have
specific plans to set up operations in Rumania. This
confirms what we have reported before. Creationists
are trying to move into Eastern Europe in a big way.
We have no idea how successful this particular
project will be, but long-stifled religious freedom
combined with severe shortages of books, etc. and
low wages make former Communist countries ripe
targets for “scientific” creationists. [Quotations are
approximate: based on my notes—JRC] a
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CD-ROM Darwin

Reviewed by Butler Crittendon
San Francisco

1992. Multi-media CD-ROM for MACs and PCs,
created by Pete Goldie and Michael Ghiselin.
$99.95 from Lightbinders, Inc., 2325 Third Street,
Suite 320, San Francisco, CA 94107 (800—432-
3766). $99.95; $9.00 more for optional CD caddy.
Requires 640K RAM with 500K available; Super-
VGA, 512K on video board; Microsoft CD-ROM
extension versions 2.0 or later.

CD-ROM Darwin is a first class addition to the
library of anyone interested in the serious study
of evolution or who just likes to read original
works, including graphics. The sounds, of course
are new—some 100 Megabytes of the 308 or so
on Darwin, and only possible due to the multime-
dia capabilities of CD-ROM. The disk includes
the complete text and computer replications of
the original illustrations of Charles Darwin’s The
Voyage of the Beagle (final ed.), Origin of Spe-
cies (6th/final ed.), The Descent of Man (final
ed.), Darwin’s and Wallace’s 1859 manuscript
outlining the theory of evolution, Michael
Ghiselin’s Triumph of the Darwinian Method, a
Darwin timeline, a 1000+ item bibliography, and
a brief introduction by Goldie and Ghiselin.

Using the CD-ROM medium requires more than
technical skills because the selection of content is of
greatimportance. Goldie’s Ph.D. is in biology, so he
is equipped for the task.

Darwin includes some 650 illustrations, including
original maps, birds and other animals, geological
data, plants, photos and portraits of the key players
and how they lived, sketches such as the layout of
the Beagle, and much more. Many of the images
represent the first republication since the 1800s, and
some of the material by distinguished naturalists has
never before been published. The natural sound
recordings come from the Cornell University Labo-
ratory of Omnithology.

While Darwin is being marketed complete, by now,
the total package was not available for review [May
1992]. It [seems] very user-friendly, with “Search”
and “Browse” capacities—by word, author, subject
and title. It allows Function-key rather than mouse-
use, for people tired of using mouse muscles. The
current edition does not support a mouse.

The brief introduction by Goldie and Ghiselin con-
cludes with an invitation to users to contribute to
future editions.

Withoutloss of image quality, and through compres-
sion, there is room for about four times more mate-
rial on a future release. Users are encouraged to send
pictures (still or animated), sounds, or special text
material. In conversation with Goldie, I learned that
DiscPassage is the one most widely-used CD-ROM
software, with several dozen products using it. . . .
[A] Windows version is in the works which proba-
bly will read the current disk. However, for anyone
interested in Charles Darwin and Evolution, for
pleasure or research, this Lightbinders’ product is
excellent . . . and a long wait for [a new version] is
not warranted.

Finally, on a personal note I’d like to add that while
Iacceptevolution and Darwin as ’reality,’ I've come
to the conclusion recently, after considerable study,
that evolution does not explain Homo sapiens’ pres-
ence on Earth. While I also do not accept the
creationists’ explanation, I have been stunned by my
conclusion that they are closer to the ’truth’ than the
evolutionists. Anyone interested in hearing more
about my research and/or obtaining a short reference
list, please free to call. (415-346-9321)

[Reprinted with the author’ s permission and slightly
condensed from Blue Notes, an IBM user-group
newsletter.] a

Chemistry Olympiad

College/university chemistry teachers are invited
to apply for a 3-year position as mentor for the
US National Chemistry Olympiad Program. Du-
ties include helping plan and conduct national
study camps and service on international compe-
tition juries. For info, contact the American
Chemical Society, 1155 16th Street, NW, Wash-
ington, DC 20036 (202/872-6169). The program
does not limit the project to “chemistry profes-
sors;” anyone in several fields could potentially
participate.

The deadline is 4 January 1993. (If you miss the
deadline, the program may continue in future
years.) a
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Cosmos, Bios, Theos

Reviewed by Frank Sonleitner
Dept. of Zoology, University of Oklahoma

Cosmos, Bios, Theos: Scientists Reflect on Science,
God, and the Origins of the Universe, Life, and
Homo sapiens, edited by Henry Margenau and Roy
Abraham Varghese. LaSalle, IL: Open Court Pub-
lishing Co. 1992.

Most of this book is an anthology of views of 80
scientists, all of whom are theists or at least sympa-
thetic to a religious view of reality. Their comments
concern the origin of the universe, life, and the
human species and the relationships between reli-
gion and science. The editors introduce the book
with views on the Big Bang, the Anthropic Princi-
ple, Uniformitarianism, etc. If you don’t believe in
Genesis, the editors imply, you are an atheist.

Part I of the book considers the views of 30 astron-
omers, mathematicians, and physicists, while PartII
examines the views of 30 biologists and chemists.
All are distinguished in their fields, and they include
over 20 Nobel Prize winners. “Creation scientists”
are conspicuous by their absence. Part III is a debate
between an atheist (Antony Flew) and a theist (H.D.
Lewis) about the existence of God and the origin of
the universe; this mainly concerns the argument as
to whether the Universe can be its own cause, or
must one postulate a separate ultimate cause for it?

Part IV contains two concluding postscripts on the
origin of the Universe and relativity, quantum the-
ory, and the mystery of life.

Most authors in the volume accept evolution and the
Big Bang; some identify themselves explicitly as
“Christians.” At least one contributor, Thomas C.
Emmel, a critical reviewer of Of Pandas and People,
is an explicit evolutionist. a

Toshiba/NSTA ExploraVision
Awards

$300,000 in awards and prizes will reward “creativ-
ity, ingenuity, and teamwork” in science education.
NSTA is mailing 240,00 entry kits to teachers in the
US. Teachers who have not received kits should
contact Toshiba/NSTA ExploraVision Awards,
1742 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20009. a

Research Fellowshlps for Teachers

The American Society of Cell Biology and the
American Society for Clinical Investigation both
offer summer 1993 research fellowships for second-
ary school teachers. Both involve pairing teachers
with research scientists, each of whom receives part
of the awards.

For the ASCB, the ten-week fellowships provide
teachers with a $4000 stipend, plus $850 to defray
other expenses and $750 for the sponsor-scientists.
There were 26 awards in 1992. Applications are due
20 January 1993. For application forms and the
names of possible scientist-mentors, write: ASCB,
9650 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, MD 20814-3992
(301/530-7153).

The ASCI fellowships provide $6000 stipends for
teachers to work 8-10 weeks in the laboratory of an
ASCI member. Again, candidates should submit appli-
cations jointly with a member-mentor. The deadline is
31 January 1993. For applications and information,
write: Christine Maline, 1983 Science Teacher Re-
search Fellowships, ASCI, 6900 Grove Road,
Thorofare, NJ 08086-9447 (FAX 609/ 848-5274).

S
Secondary School Prizes for Chem
Teachers

Each year, the American Chemical Society sponsors a
competition which recognizes innovative classroom
and laboratory activities and teacher outreach activities
to encourage other teachers. In each case, emphasis is
on polymer chemistry. The “Award for Excellence in
Polymer Education by a Junior High or High School
Chemistry Teacher” is awarded by the ACS Polymer
Education Committee. National winners and Honor-
able Mention recipients receive cash awards, lab sup-
plies, and certificates of recognition.

1993 applications are due 31 January 1993; write
Susan Gertz, Polymer Ed Coordinator, c/o NCPE,
University of Wisconsin-Stevens Point Department
of Chemistry, Stevens Point, WI 54481. a

Faith is a fine invention
When gentlemen can see,
But Microscopes are prudent
In an emergency.

Emily Dickinson, ca. 1860
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Rod Kuehn submits the following to NCSE for reader reaction—a statement which he submitted as a “minority report” to
a Minnesota school policy committee. This is not an NCSE policy broadside but is reprinted in order to solicit comment
or foment discussion. What do you think? Send replies or comments clo—Ed.

Guidelines for Handling Challenges to Evolution

1. The US Supreme Court declared in

1987 that scientific creationism is
a religious doctrine. Creationism
lacks the characteristics of science
and lacks scientific support. It is
therefore illegal and inappropriate
to include creationism as part of
the public school curriculum. Per-
mitting the teaching of creationism
would open the district to lawsuits
based on a violation of the 1st
Amendment to the Constitution of
the US.

. Educational curiosity cannot be
maintained if questioning is dis-
couraged. However, it is also true
that extensive debate can destroy a
curriculum by devouring too much
time. The following guidelines are
designed to balance these compet-
ing interests.

a. The student should understand
the non-theistic nature of sci-
ence. Religious arguments are
not appropriate in a science
classroom.

b. The teacher shall have access to
reference materials [on the
evolutionists’ responses to
creationist claims] somewhere
in the school. . ..

c. The scientific attitude of open
inquiry and critical thinking re-
quires that courteous chal-
lenges be welcomed. The
teacher shall decide whether the
most effective response would
be a classroom discussion, dis-
tribution of reprints or a method
described below. If too many

Rod Kuehn

challenges are brought, the in-
structor may ask the students to
combine their efforts and select
a small number of points to con-
test. The instructor may also
choose a few of the most signif-
icant issues to wrestle with.

. The student should challenge

the appropriate instructor.
Questions of physics should be
directed to the physics teacher
[for example].

. Teachers are not [usually] pro-

fessional evolution[ary schol-
ars] and should not be required
to defend all of the
intricacies of evolution. It is
reasonable, however, to expect
a good knowledge of the most
germane lines of evidence such
as the implications of the or-
derly stratification of fossils
and the important intermediate
fossils.

. Because poorly focused discus-

sions are unproductive, stu-
dents who wish seriously to
challenge a teacher should do so
in writing.

. Judgements are apt to hinge on

the validity of evidence and its
interpretation. The challenger
shall therefore present the
original journal articles used
as evidence [or resources].
The media center may help
obtain the required [items
from libraries]. Similarly the
instructor shall present infor-
mation supporting evolution.

The information can then be
evaluated for accuracy and
quality of source.

h. If the instructor thinks the ques-
tion suitable, and time is avail-
able for general discussion, the
comparison should be done in
the classroom. The comparison
may be done privately if the
challenge occurs at an inappro-
priate time or if the material is
not sufficiently germane to the
class.

3. Middle and Senior high schools

should maintain a basic library
collection of books presenting
theological, legal, and scientific
issues [pertaining to] evolution
[education]. [In addition to works
by evolutionists and “scientific”
creationists], this collection
should also contain a range of
other non-fundamentalist Chris-
tian and non-Christian creation
stories as well as the views of
agnostics and atheists.

. Parents have a right to know what

their children are being taught.
The District will therefore have
regular showings of controver-
sial materials at open-houses and
other school-sponsored events.
Furthermore, the District will de-
velop procedures to expedite
[parental access to controversial
materials].

. Topics of special concern to the

community should receive special
attention to ensure student under-
standing.
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