. :,-‘ .

““Creationism Lite

*- Creatiotism - comes’ i two flavors: *Practically all of-history’s greatest sci-

sstrotxg-and “lite.” In-Creationism Lite, God "
;i a few ‘memorable. days synthesized .
-earth, air; ocean, beasts; and then moved

‘I Adam and Eve. He pronounced it good
¢ and Spent Sunday with his feet up.

= This.s the kind of créationism that the
:Kansas:Board of Education wants to make

-certainstidents have the chanceto iearn.

:derably yastuniverse governed by laws s

<miraculous-that they, not he, created us -

-and everything else.-We honor him in part
by studying; with the most rigorous means
. e know, the mechanics and‘the magic of

. By Thomas Petziriger Jx.

' this Unfolding; In a testament to the bril-

- Hance of-his laws, the more we learn about.

 them, “the-miore: we. Watit to-learn. ‘Think
. dbout:it:

accerdance:

porifayseﬂh -scientists:and. media ‘com-
smentators. It’s.anact f-religious iaziness;
+a.short-cut in faith. Tastés-great; ess fill-

- “Ini 1794, -Charles Dariin's grandfatier
Erasmus, himself a great biologist, recog-

nized the real miracle of creation in'a book

called" “Zoonomia,” in ‘which. he wrote:
- The-World ‘itself might have been gener-
ated, rather thancreated; that is, it might
have ‘been gradually produced from very
small‘beginnings, increasing by-the activ-

Ry of its inherent principles; rather than'
by: a-Sudden evolution of the whole by the
Almighty fiat. What a‘magnificent idea of

the infinite power of the great architect!
The cause of -causes! Parent of parents!
Ens Entium?! {‘Entity of all entities!")”

: ‘Imagine, the granddaddy Uiterally) of

evolutionary-biology-+a creationist! But a

-Strong Créationist.‘ Charles Darwin him- *..dialogue:" Unfortunately; *there--will be .
: fhchoondd‘s_inKmsas who won’t even know
, ] , . the conversationis underway. - - -
wledging “1 feel compelledtolook ata =~ . . o T

First Cause.™ Rather meekly, he noted, “I-~ . Mr Petz-mger is-a Journal rq:mer and

‘self.embraced-the idea that evolution be-
ganihirough more than “blind chance,” ac-
no

‘deserve to be cafled 2 Theist.” .

* Houses of Worship

>-a:system that ncreases:in mys-'

~entists were creationists; of the strong va-
" yiety: ‘Galileo, Kepler, Boyle, Pascal, New-

‘ton, ‘Faraday, Pasteur, Kelvin: Shall I'go
on? How about Albert E., who said: “I want
1o know ‘how God created :this -world”?

.. These guys rode science:all the way to the

limits of empiricism—thenknelt at the side

:

S rn.  ‘of their'beds; bore into the Tora: or took-
- ‘Consider, by contrast, Strong Creation- * - communion: St X
Yism.’ In-this ‘view, God created an impon-

today. T don’t Kriow the
-Stuart-Kauffman,"but

it any)

. ‘any molecular biologist-who writes-a book

called- “At Home in the ‘Universe,”: about
the inexplicable inevitability of life, hardly
strikes me as-an enemy of creationism. Dr.
Kauffman. notes that:the-birth of the first
bacterium required the perfect assembly of

“Tnany enzymes, each requiring the perfect

-assembly:of many amino-acids. The odds of
this occurring by:chance frorn the primor-

- dial ooze are ‘aboutias great as. a tornado

sweeping through' 2 junkyard and leaving
behind.a:Boeirig-747. The utter improbabil-

ity of life ‘forming by -accidént leads Dr.
Kauffman to one conclusion: *We are the .
“patural expressions:-of a-deeper-order.” . -

Vo created that o Like most i

gins of

5

lfe or the computer-scientists leading us.

into the age of: “spiritual machines,” sci-

.. ence-and religion will.have 8 ot to say to -
- each other.in'the years ahead, just as they
. did whenascignggiwas:p}a_ﬂegif.‘ﬁqa&n'al' phi-

" Pierre Teilhard de Chardin, a paleontol

ogist and Jesuit:priest, put it this way in
“The ‘Phéenomenon of Man™ (1956): “After
close on two centuries of passionate strug:
gles, neither. science nor ‘faith ‘has: suc-
ceeded - in- discrediting -its advérsary. On

- the.contrary, it becomes obvious that nei-
. ther . can -develop ; nermally : without :the
~other: And the reason is simple: The same

life animates both. .. ; Like the meridians.
as they approach the poles, science; philos-’
ophy, and religion are bound to ‘converge

as they draw nearer the whole.” =~ .
1t’s hardtoimagine a more stimulating

editor.



