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therefore we certainly didn't put anything about 1t in our
textbook.

o. when vou were writing material on evolution did you add
any information on creationism?

A. No, we did not. 4and the reason for that, once again, is
there is no scientific evidence that supports the idea of
creationism.

Now, it's very important to define what one means by
creationism. I'm a Roman Catholic, for exawmple, so I believe
that the universe was c¢reated. So you could always say,
ah-hah, that means you're a creationist.

But in the modern usage of that language in the
United States, the word *"creationist® means something guite
different other than a person who simply believes in a supreme
being and thinks that there is meaning and order and purpose to
the universe.

In the current usage in the United States,
creationist is taken to mean someone who thinks that the Earth
is only six to 10,000 years old, that all living organisms were
simultaneously created during a very brief pericd of time,
perhaps six days, and that the entire geclogical record is an
illusion, a column of flood deposition from a single 40-day
flood that has been misinterpreted for 250 years by the
geological sciences as a series, a system of geological ages.

For what it's worth, creationists also think that the

Amanda Lohnaas, Official Court Reporter
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universe is no older than six to 10,000 years, sc therefore
they reject the basic scientific underpinnings of cosmology,
astronomy, geology, and biclogy. And because they resject so
much of science, I think it's very clear that that version of
creationism 1is not a scientific theory or a scientific idea and
therefore we didn't cover it in ocur book.

Q. When you were writing your material on evolution did you
add any information on intelligent design?

AL No, T did not. And the reason, once again, 1s because
we've been unable to find scientific evidence supporting the
idea of intelligent design.

And, once again, it's very important to get the
definitions right. I think it's fair to say that theists,
people who believe in any sort of god, myself included, think
that there is in a sense a kind of intelligence to the
universe, that we're here for a reason, that all of this is not
accidental. But that's different from the contemporary meaning
of the word "intelligent design” as it's used in the United
States.

Intelligent design theorists, so-called, argue that
evolution simply cannot explain the appearance of organisms on
this planet and the only way to do that 1is to posit that all of
these organisms were designed intelligently by a supernatural
process, a process operating above and bevond the laws of

nature. Because the very idea of this kind of supernatural

hmanda Lohnaas, Official Court Reporter
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" KENNETH R. MILLER

FINDING
DARWIN’S
GOD

A SCIENTIST’S
SEARCH FOR COMMON
GROUND BETWEEN
GOD AND EVOLUTION

“Written with sharp wit and in pungent prose, Finding Darwin’s God redefines the entire

debate by showing the true meaning of the science represented by the name of Darwin.”
~Jacob Neusner, Distinguished Professor of Religious Studies,

University of South Florida and Bard College
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140 FINDING DARWIN'S

[ agree; in fact, | agree enthusiastically.

OPENING THE

The challenge that Behe offers to evolut
comes from an honorable source—Charle
Chapter 6 of The Origin, “Difficulties of 1

If it could be demonstrated rhat any compli
not possibly have been formed by numerot
tions, my theory would absolutely break di

Behe argues that the cell 1s filled with |
irreducibly complex, and so could not
numerous, successive, slight modificarions
fore, in Behe’s view, the theory has inde
chain of his argument begins with the cl:
and from it follows the conclusion of desig
he applies that reasoning to a complex, cel

But since the corplexity of the cilium is irr
functional precursors. Since the irreducibly
functional precursors it can not be produce
requires a continuum of function to work. |
when there is no function to select. We can
cilium can not be produced by natural s
designed. "

There are many ways to answer Behe’s
have already found their way into print. A
ularly amused by a biochemist’s suggestic
cilium is irreducible. A cross-section of tl
mind does reveal a structure of exception:
Figure 5.1). Nine pairs of microtubules
tubules, each joined by an intricate series «
texthbooks say that the “9+2” structure is fc
celled algae to human sperm, a biochemi
that this particular pattern was the only
conclusion of irreducible complexity.



