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"Should creation concepts be taught 
in public schools?" is the first in a 
series of debates on great issues that involve 
fundamental freedoms. The editors of LIBERTY 
ore grateful to Dr. William V. Mayer and Dr. Ariel A.
Roth for their contribution to understanding. How the de­
bate was set up is explained on page 34. Rebuttals appear on 
pages 28 and 29. Your opinions, too, will be valued for future letters'columns.
— Dr. Robert H. Drown, Science Editor.
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Creation Concepts Creation Concepts
Should Not Be Taught Should Be Taught 
in Public Schools in Public Schools

By W illiam V. M ayer

B ^ ^ k  the beginning, the title o f this 
BB B article should be modified to  indi­
ca te  my position m ore accu ra te ly : c re ­
ation  concep ts  should not be taught as 
science  in public schools. T here is no 
reason  to  oppose belief in the Biblical 
concep ts o f c rea tio n , no r even  the belief 
in. crea tion ism , if done w ithin the con tex t 
of a  p roper theological and epistem o- 
logical system . I have publicly , bo th  in 
speech  and in p r in t,1 encouraged  the 
fo rm ation  of courses in com parative  re ­
ligion w hereby  stu d en ts  can  becom e ac­
q u a in te d  w ith  a b ro a d  ra n g e  o f  a p ­
proaches to  e th ics , m anners, beliefs, 
m orals, behav io r, and social in te rac­
tions. An elec tive course  in com parative 
religion could be theologically  sound and 
academ ically  ho n est, and it could be 
presen ted  w ithin a p roper epistem ologi- 
cal fram ew ork .

The problem  concern ing  creationism  
arises not from  presen ting  a point of 
view  that is prim arily  P ro testan t and 
fundam en ta list, to  be judged against 
o ther belief sy s tem s, bu t ra th er from  the 
a ttem p t by som e p roponen ts o f the posi­
tion to  tran sm u te  the ir theological co n ­
cep t in to  a scientific one . The focus in 
this article is no t to  be taken  as a con ­
dem nation  o f e ither fundam enta lism  or 
fundam en ta lists , bu t ra th e r as an exam i- 

' nation of the position  of that group of 
fu n d a m e n ta l is t s  w h o  a t te m p t su c h  
transm uta tions.

O ne need only exam ine the w ritings of 
th e  C h r is t ia n  fu n d a m e n ta l is t s ,  w ho  
espouse  the ir view s as scientific, to  
com prehend  th a t they  are  a ttem pting  to  
in troduce the ir religious beliefs into 
classroom s by a ttem pting  to  have them  
considered  scientific. H enry  M. M orris, 
d irec to r o f the In s titu te  fo r C reation  R e­
sea rch , s ta te s , “ It is im possible to  devise 
a legitim ate m eans o f harm onizing  the 
Bible w ith ev o lu tio n .”  “ S ince the Bible 
canno t be re in te rp re ted  to  co rre la te  w ith 
evo lu tion , C hris tians m ust diligently 
p roceed  to  co rre la te  the fac ts  o f science 
w ith the B ib le ."  A nd, “ It is m ore p ro ­
ductive  to take  the Bible literally  and 
then  to  in te rp re t the actua l fac ts  of 
science w ithin its revela to ry  fram e­
w o rk .”  H e fu rth e r n o tes , “ T hus, evo lu­
tion  is Biblically unsound , theologically

(Continued on page 4)

By Ariel A. R oth

Many are  perp lexed  by the enigm a 
Lof m an ’s origin. Is he the p roduct 
o f progressive naturalistic  phenom ena or 

the result o f intelligent design? T he past 
decade has w itnessed  a grow ing in terest 
in w hether evolution  or creation  is true. 
A coro llary  to  th is question  is w hether 
evolution  should be p resen ted  as the 
only valid concep t o f origins in the pub­
lic schools, w hich m old the thinking of 
the m ajority  o f ou r c itizens. M y thesis is 
tha t both  crea tion  and evolu tion  should 
be included.

The main argum ents are: (1) the gen­
eral theory  o f evolution  reflects serious 
scientific p rob lem s; (2) sc ien tists  should 
be open to  various ideas abou t o rig ins; 
(3) teaching creation  in public schools 
may be done constitu tionally ; (4) in our 
pluralistic society  fa irness and  com m it­
m ent to  academ ic freedom  dem and  that 
a lternative ideas of origins be taught.

D isagreem ent in the co n tro v ersy  is 
partly  a resu lt o f a  m isunderstand ing  of 
term s and concep ts. As p resen ted  in sci­
entific tex tbooks, evolution  proposes the 
developm ent o f life fo rm s on earth  by 
natural p rocesses operating  over billions 
o f years. C reation  proposes tha t various 
basic types of organism s orig inated  by a 
special divine ac t. C reation ists and ev o ­
lutionists alike believe that small modifi­
ca tions such as changes in co lo r, size, 
and m inor biochem ical m odifications can 
occur in o rganism s. These are called mi­
croevolu tion  or the special theo ry  of 
evolution . M any of the variations pos­
tu lated  fo r the ubiqu itous fossil-horse 
series w ould be accepted  by creation ists 
as norm al biological variation . The real 
issue betw een crea tion ists  and  evolu­
tio n is ts  c o n c e rn s  th e  o rig in  o f  d is ­
cre te  m ajor kinds o f o rganism s, such as 
v erteb ra tes evolving from  inverteb ra tes 
o r hem ichordates, a turtle from  ano ther 
reptile, et ce te ra . T hese changes are 
called m acroevolu tion  o r the general 
theory  of ev o lu tio n .1

I. The General Theory of Evolution Re­
flects Serious Scientific Problems. Science 
is usually  defined as the p rocess o f p ro ­
viding exp lanations about nature . If 
these explanations are  co rrec t, science 
can then pred ict w hat will happen , given 

(Continued on page 24)
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"Christian fundamentalists . . . are attempting to introduce 
their religious beliefs into classrooms by attempting to have them 

considered scientific."

(Continued from  page 3)

co n trad ic to ry , and sociologically  harm ­
fu l .” 2 F rom  these  s ta tem en ts , it can  be 
deduced  th a t these  c rea tion ists  are  no t 
concerned  w ith p resen ting  alternatives 
to  evo lu tion ; ra th e r, they  are  an tievo lu ­
tion is ts  w earing  a  new  m ask.

T he an tievo lu tion ists can  be easily  
traced  as they  have evolved  in their a t­
tem pts to  d iscred it the th eo ry  o f evolu­
tion. D uring the years 1922-1929, a tim e 
w hen the Scopes trial in T ennessee  w as 
receiv ing its g rea test publicity , tw enty- 
nine p ieces o f legislation w ere in tro ­
duced  in sta te  legislatures to  p rohibit the 
teaching o f evo lu tion . In addition , tw o 
bills w ere in troduced  to p rohibit the use 
o f tex tbooks contain ing any  m ention of 
evo lu tion , th irteen  w ere designed to 
p rohibit the teaching of evolution  and 
the use o f tex tb o o k s contain ing m ention 
of the theory , and one condem ned ev o ­
lution in general. T hus, during that 
period , forty-five p ieces of legislation 
w ere in troduced  th a t sought to  expunge 
th e  c o n c e p t  o f  e v o lu t io n  f ro m  th e  
classroom . In 1928, m oreover, a  law  w as 
adop ted  in A rkansas tha t prohib ited  the 
teaching of evolu tion  and the use of 
tex tbooks contain ing  evolution . O f the 
legislative in troductions, only th ree w ere 
passed ,3 subsequen tly  to  be declared  
unconstitu tiona l.

T hus the an tievo lu tion ists , in seeking 
to  ban the teaching of evo lu tion , w ere 
largely unsuccessfu l. In the period from  
1930 to  1963 only  one p iece of legislation 
was in troduced  to  prohibit the use o f 
tex tbooks contain ing re fe rences to  evo ­
lu tion .4 This hiatus w as occasioned  by a 
ra th er uneasy  truce  betw een  tex tbook  
publishers and m ilitant fundam entalists. 
In m ost A m erican schoolbooks the w ord 
evolution  sim ply d isappeared , although 
its concep ts w ere p resen ted  under such 
euphem ism s as “ change through tim e ,”  
“ the changing w orld of life ,”  “ inherit­
a n c e ,”  “ b reed in g ,”  and “ h e red ity .” 5 It 
w asn ’t until the appearance  of a new  
generation  of tex tbooks, beginning in 
1960, tha t the an tievolu tion ists again ra l­
lied to  the ir cause . T hese  new  tex tbooks 
elec ted  to  call a  spade a spade, fo r they  
re in troduced  the term  “ ev o lu tio n .”  It is 
on the w ord itself tha t the an tievo lu tion­
ists have focused  m ost o f their a tten tion . 
T hey som etim es seem  to  be m ore in­

tim idated  by the w ord than  the process, 
fo r even though the new  books used  the 
term  “ ev o lu tion”  free ly , the factual data  
p resen ted  a t the tim e w as relatively  little 
different from  the m orphological, p a­
leontological, and  em bryological evi­
dences given in o lder books to  accoun t 
f o r  o rg a n ism ic  d iv e r s i ty  o r  c h a n g e  
th rough  tim e.

The an tievo lu tion ists found  them ­
selves on the ho rns o f a dilem m a in the 
early  six ties. T heir bê te  noire had re ­
tu rned . E xperiences o f the tw enties had 
show n that efforts to  p rohibit the teach ­
ing of evolu tion  w ere likely to  be unsuc­
cessfu l. So they  e lec ted  to solve the 
problem  by  use o f an age-old expedi­
en t— if you c a n ’t lick ’em , join ’em . If 
the scientific theory  of evolution  could 
no t be squared  w ith fundam enta list in­
te rp re ta tions o f G enesis, then elevate  
the G enesis accoun t o f creation  to  the 
sta tus o f a science and  ask  fo r equal 
tim e— a  logically foo lish  and epistem o- 
logically im possible task , but one that 
w ould have a fa r g rea te r em otional ap ­
peal than  p ressu re  to  ban the teach ing  of 
evolution .

Such m ental gym nastics required  fu n ­
dam entalists w ho had form erly  espoused  
an antievolu tion  position  to  pose as sci­
e n t i s t s  w ith  a l te rn a t iv e  sc ie n tif ic  
theories. T hey  then  could dem and the 
kind of trea tm en t the A m erican  public 
had alw ays stood  fo r— fair play and 
e q u a l o p p o r tu n i ty .  M a n ip u la tio n  o f 
w ords w as now  to becom e a fundam en­
talist techn ique . Ju s t as older tex tbooks 
had alw ays p resen ted  the concep t of 
evolu tion , bu t by using different term s, 
the an tievolu tion ists now  incorporated  
term inology to  p resen t the Biblical ac ­
coun ts o f creation  as science. N othing 
changed— ju s t the w ords and the tactics.

The basic issue is still evolution versus 
a n t ie v o lu t io n .  T h e  a rg u m e n ts  w e re  
c learer, c leaner, and  b e tte r defined w hen 
W ilberforce debated  H uxley in 1860, and 
the issues w ere still clearly draw n in the 
tw enties w hen the an tievolu tion ists had 
a sim ple thesis— condem n evolution  and 
prohibit its teaching in schools. The ver­
bal gyrations engaged in since 1964 by 
som e fundam entalists require  them  to 
speak ou t o f bo th  sides o f their m outh  
sim ultaneously . T here is little w onder

th a t the lay public and un inform ed legis­
lators and school boards are  confused , 
and  it is ju s t such confusion  th a t som e 
crea tion ists now  count on to  advance 
their equal-tim e argum ent.

But the question  becom es, Equal tim e 
fo r w hat?  A nd to that these fundam en­
ta l is ts  a n s w e r ,  E q u a l tim e  f o r  th e  
“ th e o r y ”  o f  c r e a t io n — a s o -c a lle d  
theory , by the w ay, that no one has ever 
seen or had explained. If  th e  G enesis 
creation  accoun ts are  indeed no t reve la ­
tion bu t scientific theory , then  the theory  
should m eet the sam e tes ts  requ ired  o f 
all scientific theories. Its hypo theses, 
da ta , experim ental ev idences, if any , its 
analyses and conclusions, should be ex ­
plicable and open fo r scru tiny . But it is 
im possible to  elicit such data  from  c re ­
ationists.

W ithin G enesis there  are  tw o separa te  
c r e a t io n  a c c o u n ts :  o n e  b e g in s  w ith  
G enesis 1:1 and the o th er w ith G enesis 
2:4. On w hich of them  does crea tion ist 
“ th e o ry ”  re s t?  The im possibility  o f an ­
sw ering such a question  is well illus­
tra ted  by M orris in a quo ta tion  that 
neatly  encapsu la tes the c rea tio n is ts ’ di­
lem m a: “ T he Bible accoun t o f crea tion  
can be taught in the public schools if 
only the scientific asp ec ts  o f creation ism  
are  taught, keeping the Bible and re lig ion . 
ou t o f it a lto g e th e r .”  6 As m asterfu l dou­
blespeak , tha t sta tem ent has seldom  
been su rpassed . M orris is saying that 
you can teach  the Biblical accoun t o f 
creation  if you d o n ’t m ention the Bible. 
If  the Bible is no t m entioned , M orris 
im plies, then  the Biblical accoun t of 
c r e a t io n  b e c o m e s  s c ie n ti f ic ,  e v e n  
though it still rem ains a Biblical accoun t 
of creation .

N o w ords are  b e tte r than  those  w ords 
of M orris to explain w hy there  is no 
creation  theory  and  w hy religious fu n ­
dam entalists a re  placing them selves in 
the peculiar position  of denying the 
revela to ry  nature  o f the Bible. T hey are 
even being asked  to  deny  th e  ex istence  
o f the Bible as the price o f developing a 
pseudo-scientific position  by  m eans of 
w hich to  dem and equal tim e in science 
classroom s. The situation  is analogous to 
that in the old fable o f the dog w ith the 
bone, w ho, looking a t its reflection in the 
w ater, sees a  magnified dog w ith a bigger
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"If the Genesis creation accounts are indeed not revelation but 
scientific theory, then the theory should meet the some tests required 

of all scientific theories."

bone. W hile a ttem pting  to  w rest the 
larger bone from  the reflected  dog, it 
loses the bone it originally  possessed . In 
attem pting  to  m ake the G enesis accoun t 
o f the Bible scientific , the revela to ry  
value o f the B ible m ust be d iscarded . 
U ltim ate ly , those  w ho dance  to  such a 
p iper will be left w ith  neither fa ith  nor 
science.

T he co ncep t o f G o d ’s w ords being 
m ade to  oppose H is w orks is not original 
w ith this au tho r. T he R everend  T hom as 
B urnet, in “ T he Sacred  T heory  of the 
E a rth ”  in 1681, sta ted  it w ell: “ ’T is a 
dangerous th ing to  ingage the au thority  
o f S crip ture  in d ispu tes abou t the N a tu ­
ral W orld , in opposition  to  R eason ; lest 
T im e, w hich brings all things to light, 
should d iscover tha t to  be ev idently  false 
w hich w e had m ade S crip tu re  to  a s­
s e r t .”  7

T hat one sacrifices every th ing  fo r the 
ach ievem ent o f a sm all goal is a  recu r­
ren t them e in lite ra tu re , and in renounc­
ing the Biblical roo ts o f the ir position , 
the fundam en ta lists  have ach ieved  a  re ­
vival o f an tievo lu tion ism . By no t asking 
fo r the banning o f evo lu tion  bu t by a sk ­
ing only fo r equal tim e and  em phasis on 
“ scien tific”  crea tion ism , they  have 
placed them selves squarely  back  in the 
1920’s. B etw een 1964 and 1978, fifteen 
p ieces of p roposed  legislation requiring 
equal tim e and  em phasis fo r creation  
and  evolu tion  w ere in troduced  in state 
legislatures. Six m ore w ould p roh ib it the 
teach ing  of evo lu tion  as a fa c t (evolution 
is norm ally taught as the theo ry  it is) and 
provide equal tim e fo r creation ism . 
T hree additional p ieces w ere designed to  
encourage the teach ing  o f all m ajor 
theories regarding origins w ithou t, of 
cou rse , bo thering  to  define theory, and 
one o ther p iece w ould specifically au ­
th o r iz e  th e  te a c h in g  o f  c r e a t io n  in 
science c lassroom s. T he legislative rec ­
ord o f these  past years is slightly b e tte r 
than  in the tw en ties , w hen the banning 
technique w as u sed . T hree  of the p ro ­
p o se d  p ie c e s  o f  le g is la t io n  h av e  
p assed 8— all su b jec t to  being decla red  
unconstitu tional. T hus, the an tievo lu ­
tion ists  o f the 1920’s have becom e either 
scientific C hris tians or C hristian  scien­
tists th rough  the exped ien t o f developing 
a nonex isten t theo ry  and  asking fo r fair

p lay to  p rom ote it.
T he foregoing argum ent alone should 

provide enough reason  w hy creation ism  
should not be taught as science in public 
schools— the reason  being tha t it is a 
theological system  m asquerad ing  as a 
scientific one. But to  provide additional 
reasons w hy creation ism  should no t be 
taugh t as sc ience, I p ropose to  d iscuss 
the topic under the follow ing headings:

1. It is unscientific.
2. It dem ands the denial o f the senses.
3. It constitu tes a m andated  m inority  

position .
4. It is deceptive.
5. I t p la c e s  an  u n d u e  b u rd e n  on  

teachers .
6. It is illegal.

1. Creationism as Presently Espoused 
Is Nonscience. C reation is ts  begin w ith the 
Bible as their source of da ta . In the 
d e v e lo p m e n t o f  th e i r  c r e a t io n is t  
“ th e o ry ,”  they  m ust m ake the assum p­
tion tha t the Bible is a  scientific docu ­
m ent. B ecause of the very  natu re  o f the 
B ible, its sta tem en ts m ust be regarded  as 
unchallengeable , and therein  lies the first 
o f the nonscientific asp ec ts  o f crea tion ­
ism . N ow here in science are  hypo theses 
o r theories regarded  as unchallengeable. 
T here  is no repu tab le  biological scientist 
w ho w ould not d iscard  the theo ry  of 
e v o lu t io n  sh o u ld  a b e t t e r  sc ie n tif ic  
theo ry  accoun t fo r the fac ts  in a  m ore 
logical w ay and allow  fo r b e tte r p red ic­
tability . H ow ever, no sc ien tist can  ac ­
cep t e ither theories o r m odels th a t a re  a 
priori unchallengeable w ithout becom ing 
som ething o th er than  a scien tist. As a 
co ro llary  of th a t position , any  scientific 
da ta  that does not fit the B iblical model 
m ust be w rong. M orris m ade tha t quite 
c lea r w hen he said, “ W e m ust conclude , 
th e re fo re , tha t if the Bible is really  the 
w ord of G od . . . then  evolution  and  its 
geological age-system  m ust be com ­
pletely fa ls e .” 9 W ithin such a fram e­
w ork it is not possib le to  deal w ith c re ­
a tio n  s c ie n tif ic a l ly ,  fo r  c r e a t io n i s ts  
canno t argue scientifically th a t their po ­
sition m ust be right by revela tion , w hile, 
a t the sam e tim e treating  da ta  tha t con­
trad ic t their position  as w rong by  defini­
tion. Science sim ply does not w ork  that 
w ay. In sc ience, hypo theses are  evolved

from  d a ta , bu t crea tion ism  dem ands tha t 
the data  be w arped  to  fit a p reconceived  
belief. T he theo ry  o f evo lu tion  has, over 
the cen tu ries , been derived  from  data  
and  its basic  concep ts well d e lin ea ted .10 
C reation ism , by its very  na tu re , how ­
ever, becom es an initial g iven to  w hich, 
as M orris has no ted , all d a ta  m ust be 
m ade to  fit. In sc ience , d isag reem en t 
ex is ts  am ong investiga to rs to  be reso lved  
by accum ulations o f da ta  to  b u ttre ss  a 
g iven position . In co n tra s t, responses to  
crea tion ism  are  usually  regarded  as “ a t­
t a c k s . ” 11 I t  is d ifficu lt to  c a r r y  o n  
m eaningful d iscourse  w hen a privileged 
position  is delineated  as nonassailab le .

2. Creation Demands the Denial of the 
Senses. C reation ism  fo rces re jec tion  o f 
observa tions and da ta  th a t con trad ic t it, 
w hile, at the sam e tim e, requ iring  ac ­
cep tance  w ithou t question  o f th e  c re ­
ation is t position . C reation ism  dem ands a 
young e a r th .12 In  som e cases , the 4004 
b .c . o f B ishop U ssh e r, in o th e rs , 10,000 
years o r m ore. But regard less o f the 
da te , on w hich there  is no agreem ent 
w ithin the fundam en ta list com m unity , it 
is one th a t is in glaring d iscrepancy  w ith 
all scientific d a ta . T he ev idences from  
stra tig raphy , pa leonto logy , palynology, 
h istorical geology, and the various types 
o f rad iom etric  dating  m ust all be d is­
carded  or w arped  to  fit th e  co ncep t o f a 
y o u n g  e a r t h .  S o m e  c r e a t i o n i s t s  
assiduously  a ttack  th e  concep ts  o f radio- 
m etric dating , e ither delibera te ly  or in­
adverten tly  m isin terpreting  th e  data  to 
such an ex ten t as to  d ism ay even  o ther 
c rea tio n is ts .13 Sim ilarly , ev idences from  
com parative  ana tom y , em bryology , b io­
chem istry , m olecular genetics, physio l­
ogy, system atics , and paleontology, 
am ong o th er fields, m ust e ither be d is­
carded  or re in te rp re ted . T his la tte r re in ­
te rp re ta tio n  constitu tes a unique scien­
tific even t in th a t the da ta  from  all these 
fields m ust, a priori, be regarded  as 
w rong. T here  have been  o th er cases in 
the h is to ry  o f science w here theologians 
decreed  the observa tions of the senses to  
be in e rro r. In  every  case— am ong the 
best know n being those  of G alileo, C o­
pern icus, and  S erve tu s— the ev idences 
o f the senses u ltim ately  prevailed . T here 
is no doub t th a t they  will prevail ulti­
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"Because of the very nature of the Bible, its statements must be 
regarded as unchallengeable, and therein lies the first of the 

nonscientific aspects of creationism."

m ately  in th is case  also .

3. Mandating a Minority Position.
F rom  the c rea tio n is ts ’ lite ra tu re , one 
w ould be led to  believe th a t th is small 
band  is a m ighty arm y w hen , in rea lity , it 
rep resen ts  only  one p a rticu la r school of 
C hristian  thought— u ltraco n se rv a tiv e ,
fundam enta list theology. A m ong those 
w ho espouse  creation ism  there  is no 
m onolith ic o f v iew . M orris takes great 
pains to  po in t ou t the independence  of 
pu rpose  and program  of a varie ty  of 
fundam enta list sp lin ter g ro u p s14 and 
dem onstra tes  a c rea tion ist schism . C re­
a tion is ts  them selves are  no t in ag ree­
m en t on m any item s, including the age of 
th e  e a r th .15 O utside the crea tion ist cam p 
th e  theological d ivergencies are  even 
g rea te r. In the C alifornia tex tb o o k  con ­
tro v e rsy  concern ing  crea tion ism , the 
R everend  R obert B ulkley , w ho rep re ­
sen ted  the archd iocese  o f San F rancisco , 
the San F rancisco  C ouncil o f C hurches, 
and the B oard  o f R abbis o f no rthern  
C aliforn ia , argued strenuously  against 
inclusion o f creation ism  in science te x t­
books. So did the R everend  Jam es F. 
C hurch , ass is tan t superin tenden t o f 
C atholic schools in Sacram en to , the 
R everend  H ogan F u jum o to , d irec to r o f 
education  fo r the B uddhist churches of 
A m erica, and the R everend  C. Julian 
B artle tt, E spiscopal dean  o f San F ran ­
c isco ’s G race C a th ed ra l.16 F rom  an 
epistem ological s tandpo in t, c reation ists 
have difficulty in convincing scien tists 
th a t th e ir position  is scientific and  from  a 
theological standpo in t, in convincing 
o th er theologians th a t it rep resen ts  m ore 
than  a  m inority  opinion. It does little 
good to  analyze the crea tion ist m ove­
m ent and  exam ine the activ ities o f those  
w ho con tribu te  to  it, fo r crea tion ists  ac ­
cuse  anyone w ho does so of using ar- 
g um entum  ad hom inem . H ow ever, they  
a re  no t averse to  using ad hom inem  a r­
gum ents them selves, fo r they  a ttem pt to 
s treng then  the ir position  by listing the 
“ sc ien tis ts”  w ho subscribe to  it.

4. Deception. N ot only is all fa ir in 
love and  w ar, but apparen tly  in e s tab ­
lishing creationism  as a scientific p rin ­
ciple as well. W e have already  dealt w ith 
the case  of the nonex isten t theo ry . T his

em p ero r’s-new -clothes phenom enon17 
m ay no t be a de libera te  m isrep resen ta­
tion , but only m isunderstand ing  o f w hat 
constitu tes a scientific theory . H enry  M. 
M o r r is , fo r  e x a m p le , h as  m ad e  th e  
sta tem en t, “ It really  m akes no d if­
fe rence  w hether we use the term  m odel 
o r  t h e o r y .” 18 T o  m o s t s c ie n t i s ts  it 
m akes a g rea t deal o f difference. This 
H um pty  D um pty  w ord play o f m aking 
w ords m ean w hat we w ant them  to  m ean 
is no t adequate  science and  m ay not 
even  constitu te  honest hum an discourse. 
E ven  the w ord research  com es to  have a 
d ifferen t m eaning in crea tion ist term s 
than  it does in scientific term s. Such 
organ izations as the In s titu te  fo r C re­
ation  R esearch , T he C reation  R esearch  
Socie ty , and o th ers , by  their nam es, give 
the im pression tha t research  in a  scien­
tific sense is being conducted  in to  the 
topic o f crea tion . All the significant re­
search  on this topic has been done in 
labora to ries o ther than  those  o f the so- 
called research  institu tes o f crea tion ists . 
T heir “ re se a rc h ”  is prim arily  a parasitic  
exam ination  of the w ork  o f evo lu tion­
is ts. An ou t-o f-con tex t quotation  here , a 
con trived  jux taposition  of sen tences 
th e re , a  m isapplication  o f data— all de­
s ig n e d  to  f u r th e r  a p r e d e te rm in e d  
cause— these and  o th er such techniques 
are  w hat constitu te  the “ re sea rch ”  of 
these  groups. Selective selection  and in­
te rp re ta tio n  of a lready  existing scientific 
da ta  does no t, in the classical sense, 
constitu te  research . T he second  law  of 
therm odynam ics is frequen tly  cited by 
som e crea tion ists  as proving tha t “ evo ­
lu tion  is im possib le .”  19 B ut o th ers , w ith 
a  g rea te r understanding  o f science, are 
able to  explain tha t “ the law s o f th e r­
m odynam ics are sta tistical in nature and 
th ere fo re  do no t fo rb id  any type of 
p ro c e s s .” 20 If creation ism  is to  be a 
valid alternative to  scientific accoun ts, it 
m ust en te r the lists o f science and de­
velop its ow n d a ta , hypo theses, and , if 
possib le , theories th a t are parallel in 
struc tu re  if not in con ten t w ith those 
derived  from  recognized scientific in­
vestigation .

5. Teacher Training Burden. T he tra in­
ing o f teachers does no t p repare them  fo r 
the p resen ta tion  of theological m aterials.

Iow a recognized th a t teach ing  religious 
doctrine  is not th e  responsib ility  o f the 
science te a c h e r.21 In a  paper p repared  
fo r subm ission to  C hristianity Today, V. 
E lving A nderson  envisioned  teachers  
helping studen ts to  c larify  the ir religious 
v iew s.22 Such a ttem p ts w ould be cause 
fo r teach e r dism issal in m any school 
system s, and if the teach er m ade any  
effort w hatsoever to  exp lica te  a  p a rticu ­
lar religious belief fo r the s tu d en ts , the 
s trongest opposition  to  such an ac tiv ity  
w ould com e from  adheren ts  o f the reli­
gious belief itself. S ince there  are  very  
grave and basic d iscrepancies am ong 
C hristians about crea tion , and  certa in ly  
abou t teach ing  concern ing  it in schools, 
the m ajor difficulty th a t teachers  w ould 
experience  w ould be one of explaining 
w hy a m inority  fundam en ta list position  
should be the  C hristian  in te rp re ta tion  to  
appear in schools and  tex tbooks.

The relatively  mild co n tro v ersy  th a t 
has been engendered  by a ttem pting  to  
sm uggle creation ism  in to  classroom s as 
science will be rendered  com pletely  
trivial w hen paren ts find the ir ch ild ren  
exposed  to C hristian  in te rp re ta tions an ­
tithetical to  their ow n religious beliefs. 
T here is no w ay th a t teachers  can  be 
tra ined  as m issionaries fo r a m inority  
fundam enta list position  and still be ex ­
em pt from  com m unity  criticism . Thé 
problem s to  be faced  by teachers  are 
an tic ipated  by John  A . M oore in his 
paper “ On G iving E qual T im e to  the 
T eaching o f E volu tion  and  C rea tio n .” 23 
E ven  M orris recognized  the problem  
w hen he indicated  th a t c reation ism  “ if 
handled  by a  non-C hristian  or ‘liberal 
C h ris tian ,’ might well be as ob jec tio n a ­
ble to  conservative  C hristians as it w ould 
be to  a th e is ts .” 24

A hidden prem ise is thus revealed . If 
c reationism  is to  be taught in science 
c la s s ro o m s , th e n  te a c h e r s  m u s t be 
tra ined  to  teach  it— not in a general o r 
C hristian  sense, bu t in a m anner accep t­
able to  a sm all, fundam enta list m inority . 
It is no t sim ply th e  tex tbooks tha t c re ­
ation is ts  strive to  con tro l, bu t teach er 
training as well. Perhaps th is is the m ost 
frightening aspect o f crea tion ism , an tic i­
pating 1984. T here  will be one and  only 
one co rrec t crea tion ist in te rp re ta tion  and 
teachers will be fo rced  to  hew  to  it to  the
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"The teaching of creationism as science is illegal. This single 
statement should be enough to settle the entire argument."

p leasu re  o f the crea tion ists . T he N a ­
tional A ssociation  o f Biology T eachers 
has becom e concerned  w ith th is problem  
and  has recen tly  re leased  “ A C om pen­
dium  of In fo rm ation  on  the  T heory  of 
E volu tion  and  the E vo lu tion-C reation- 
ism  C o n tro v e rsy ”  designed to  aid  teach ­
ers th rea tened  by  m andating creation ism  
in the c la ssro o m .25

6. The Teaching of Creationism as 
Science Is Illegal. T his single sta tem en t 
should be enough  to  se ttle  the entire 
argum ent. B ut, as c rea tion ists  continue 
the ir p ressu res  fo r  access to  science 
c lassroom s, th e  illegality o f teaching 
crea tion ism  needs co n stan t re itera tion . 
In ev ery  cou rt te s t o f the crea tion ist 
position , it has been  ru led  in vio lation  of 
the constitu tional separa tion  of church  
and  sta te . In m any s ta te s , am ong w hich 
a re  T en n essee , A rkansas, and  m ost re ­
cen tly , Ind iana , co u rts  have decided 
against the m andato ry  inclusion o f c re ­
ation ist m aterials in c lassroom s. Su­
perior C ourt Judge M ichael T . D ugan, in 
his A pril 14, 1977, decision  against the 
use  of the c rea tion ist tex tb o o k  Biology: 
A  Search fo r  O rder in C om plexity, sta ted  
th e  case  ably w hen he observed : “ The 
pro spec t o f bio logy teachers and stu ­
den ts alike fo rced  to  answ er and  respond  
to  con tinued  dem and fo r co rrec t funda­
m entalist C hristian  doctrines has no 
p lace in the public sch o o ls .” 26 T he con ­
sisten t co u rt position , w hich recognizes 
crea tion ism  as a theological doctrine 
w hose m andato ry  in tercalation  in to  pub­
lic schools v io lates the constitu tional 
p rovision  fo r the separa tion  of church  
and  s ta te , should be sufficient to  settle  
this issue once  and  fo r all. A lexander 
exp ressed  the opinion tha t a legal re­
qu irem en t to  teach  o r no t teach  certa in  
m aterials is a step  tow ard  to ta lita rian ­
ism .27 H ow ever, each  legal d e fea t sends 
crea tion ists  back  to  the draw ing boards 
to  figure a w ay to  p resen t their theologi­
cal position  as science. T he creation ism  
co n tro v ersy  in C aliforn ia  is a case  in 
p o in t.28-29 T he legal p roblem s c rea tio n ­
is ts  c rea te  fo r them selves are  no ted  in 
“ E volu tion  and  the L a w .” 30 T hey  are 
to rn  betw een  their desire  to  use science 
as an instrum ent fo r learning m ore about 
G od’s handiw ork  and their position  of

denying “ any  Biblical o r religious basis 
fo r the ir s c ien ce .”

C reationism  m ay, indeed , have  a  place 
in the schools, but as a theological doc­
trine , no t as a  scientific theo ry . T he a t­
tem pt to  tran sm u te  G enesis , w hich  is the 
basis o f all c rea tion ist a rgum ents, to  the 
level o f a  science has fa iled , as any  stu ­
den t o f epistem ological system s could 
have p red ic ted . T he argum ents have  d e ­
scended  from  the ce reb ra l to  the v is­
ceral, and m ost points are  m ade below  
the diaphragm  ra ther than  above the 
eyebrow s. Religion is an  im portan t part 
of A m erican life, a s  recognized  by our 
founding  fa th ers  w hen they  m andated  its 
constitu tional p ro tec tion . T hose w ho 
unthinkingly  a ttem p t to  p lace religion 
into a co n tex t w here it does no t fit are 
doing no serv ice to  religion o r, in this 
case , to  science.

O ne m ust recognize th a t th e re  are d if­
fe ren t w ays of know ing abou t the w orld. 
A poet looks a t a m ountain  and sings of 
purp le  m ountain  m ajesties. A  geologist 
m ay th ink  o f it as dem onstra ting  the 
in trusion  of a clastic  dike in to  g ran ite . A 
m ining engineer m ay see it as a deposit 
o f m olybdenum . E ach  is right— no one is 
w rong— because  the poe t, the  geologist, 
and the engineer are  looking at a  m oun­
tain through a  specific system  o f know l­
edge tha t each  has. B ut w hen  the poet 
insists th a t m ountains can  be dealt w ith 
o r looked upon only as purp le  m ountain  
m ajesties, w e have  the im position  o f a 
specific epistem ological system  as the 
one p roper w ay of thinking abou t m oun­
tains. It is then  tha t troub le  ensues! 
W ithout a com prehension  of how  our 
know ledge of the earth  is o rgan ized , one 
is doom ed to  battle  Q uixotelike against 
villains th a t a re  only  w indm ills. To 
som e, th a t is a  w ay  o f life. C reation is t 
John  N . M oore says o f th e  creation ism  
m ovem ent, “ I t ’s the h o tte s t th ing going 
on in science to d a y .” 31 W hile M oore 
m ay feel tha t the w orld is focused  on his 
activ ities, science does have concerns 
w ith space exp loration , genetic d iseases, 
a cu re  fo r can cer, alleviating hunger, and 
a few  o ther top ics that might b e tte r  con ­
cern  crea tion ists  as well as scien tists . □
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"ScienceTextbooKControversiesand the 
Politics of Equal Time"*- A Review

Do ro thy  N elkin 's accoun t o f the tex t­
book battle  in C aliforn ia  (and o thers 
like it) will anger m any c rea tion ists . H enry 

M orris , d irec to r o f the Institu te  fo r C re­
a tio n  R e s e a rc h  in S an  D ieg o  a n d  a 
p rom inent figure in N e lk in 's  book , is 
obviously  angry . H e calls the book ‘‘pa­
tro n iz in g ,”  “ so p h o m o ric ,”  “ an inaccu­
ra te  critique o f c rea tio n ism ,”  and  “ a 
no tew orthy  exam ple o f academ ic a rro ­
g an ce” !1

M o rris’ ou trage  is understandab le . 
The book is inaccura te . M orris conv inc­
ingly lists six teen  fac tual e rro rs in Nel- 
k in ’s accoun t o f the crea tion -sc ience  
m ovem ent and of his personal ac tiv i­
tie s .2

M. S tan ton  E v an s, th e  conservative  
com m en ta to r, is also  unhappy  w ith Nel- 
kin. In the N ationa l Review  he com plains 
about her “ a ll-pervasive b ia s .” 3

E v a n s’ d isp leasu re  is a lso  u n d ers tan d ­
able. If re jec ting  the scientific claim s of 
c rea tion is ts  constitu tes  b ias, then  Miss 
N e lk in 's  b ias is indeed “ a ll-p erv asiv e .”  
In the p reface  we read : “ T his study 
began sim ply ou t o f curiosity  abou t the 
c rea tion is ts  as a  group o f people  w ho 
dared to  represent them selves as scien­
tists  w hile challenging the m ost sacred  
assum ptions and norm s o f the scientific 
e stab lishm ent. As the d ispu tes devel­
oped . . . the c rea tio n is ts ’ dem ands, 
which had seem ed so bizarre, began to 
appear as an expression  o f ra th e r basic 
and w idespread  criticism  o f sc ien ce 's  
pervasive influence on social v a lu e s .” 
(Italics su p p lied .)4

M ore than  once N elkin critic izes c re ­
ation is ts  fo r d isplaying ignorance o f the 
fundam ental na tu re  o f sc ien ce .5 T his 
critic ism  is bound to  be particu larly  ex ­
aspera ting  to  the num erous highly ed u ­
c a te d  c r e a t io n - s c ie n t i s t s  w h o  h av e  
every  reason  to  believe th ey  know  the 
m ethods and procedures o f science as 
well as any  evolutionist.

It is safe to  say th a t crea tion ist g roups 
will never vote th is the book o f the year!

N ev erth e less , there  is m uch that all 
parties to  the tex tbook  con troversies 
(including crea tion ists) can  learn from  
M iss N e lk in 's  abso rb ing  accoun t.

W e learn , fo r exam ple, the reason  for 
the tim ing o f the con troversies . W hy 
1969— 100 years a fte r  D arw in?

M any evo lu tion ists assum ed th a t the 
S copes trial m arked the dem ise o f cre-

By Dr. Edward Lugenbeal

ation ism  as a cred ib le  fo rce  in the public 
s c h o o l s y s te m . A c tu a l ly ,  a f t e r  th e  
S copes tria l, evo lu tion  becam e, if any ­
th in g , le s s  in f lu e n tia l in  th e  p u b lic  
schoo ls. Until the post-Sputn ik  era , with 
its N ational S cience Foundation -spon­
so red  (B SC S) biology tex tbooks, evolu­
tion w as benignly neglected  in m ost high 
school c lassroom s. A prom inent biolo­
gist even  w rote an  artic le  entitled  “ O ne 
H undred  Y ears W ithout D arw in Are 
E n o u g h .”  6

T he BSCS governm en t-funded  biol­
ogy tex tb o o k s in troduced  in 1964 tried 
consciously  to  re in troduce  D arw in to 
high school biology. T hus, creation ist 
backlash  did not begin until the late 
1960’s sim ply because , prior to  the 
BSCS tex tb o o k s, there  w asn ’t m uch 
evo lu tion  to  p ro test in high school biol­
ogy.

W e also learn w hy crea tion ists  w ere 
surprisingly  successfu l in challenging the 
new  evolution-laden  tex tbooks. If Miss 
N elkin  is right, a t least five fac to rs were 
involved: (1) G row th  and vitality  of 
s taunchly  c rea tion ist fundam entalist 
chu rches ; (2) W idespread  disillusion­
m ent w ith science and o th er political and 
social in stitu tions that follow ed in the 
w ake o f the V ietnam  w ar and W atergate;
(3) G row ing d isaffection  w ith the e x te r­
nal au tho rity  o f im personal bu reaucra­
c ies; (4) Social-econom ic sta tus o f c re ­
ation ists— a  p ro test em anating from  
m iddle-class w ell-educated  professionals 
and techn ic ians is hard to  ignore; and (5) 
G row ing concern  fo r m inority  rights in 
A m erican cu ltu re— successfu l p ro tests  
by b lacks and w om en led to  changes in 
tex tbooks and provided a m odel fo r c re ­
a tion is ts as they  defended  their “ m inor­
ity ”  be lie fs.7

T hough the book does not pretend  to  
offer an evaluation  of the scientific 
m erits o f the argum ents o f creation ists 
or evo lu tion ists, it does offer insight into 
the na tu re  o f the deba te . C entral is the 
question  o f scientific legitim acy.

T he secu lar scientific com m unity  cites 
several reasons fo r questioning the sci­
entific charac te r o f creation-science. 
M ost secu lar sc ien tists  feel creation- 
sc ien tists  d o n 't play by the usual rules o f 
the scientific gam e. T he w illingness, in­
deed  the eagerness, o f creation ists to  go 
over the heads o f the scientific com m u­
nity d irectly  to  lay policy m akers, asking

them  to  decide w hat constitu tes  a ccep t­
able science, is perceived as a challenge 
to  scientific behavior.

T he 1972 creation -evo lu tion  hearings 
in Sacram ento  illustrate the  problem . 
A ccording to N elkin the hearings w ere 
rich in ironies. N ot the least w as the fac t 
that crea tion ist w itnesses w ere nearly  all 
sc ien tists , w hereas evo lu tion ist w it­
nesses w ere nearly  all theologians o r 
m inisters! Yet this is an understandab le  
irony. C reation ists  w ere rein fo rc ing  their 
claim  to  rep resen t a genuine scientific 
a lternative . E vo lu tion ists w ere a ttem p t­
ing to  show  that crea tion ists  w ere fu n ­
dam entalist evangelists a ttem pting  to  
sneak a sectarian  religious point o f view  
past the wall o f separa tion  betw een  
church  and sta te  right into the n a tio n ’s 
science c lassroom s. C reation ists  w ere 
arguing: “ T here  is no conflict betw een  
religion and the right kind  o f  sc ien ce .” 
E volu tion ists w ere arguing; “ T here  is no 
conflict betw een science and the right 
kind o f  religion. ”

Both assertions c rea te  difficulties fo r a 
p u b lic  sc h o o l te x tb o o k  c o m m it te e .  
Should public servan ts w ho a re  scientific 
laym en be asked to  decide w hat co n sti­
tu tes e ither “ good sc ien ce”  o r “ good 
relig ion” ? A bsolutely no t, accord ing  to  
the scientific com m unity . In science the 
au thority  to  de term ine w hat constitu tes 
good science has alw ays been  jealously  
limited to the com m unity  o f p rofessional 
scien tists . As M iss N elkin rightly em ­
phasizes, the p rocess o f validation  in 
science is collegial, no t dem ocratic .

M ost secular sc ien tists also  see the a 
priori accep tance  o f Biblical au tho rity  by 
crea tion ists  as an o th e r case o f breaking 
the rules o f the gam e. By com m itting 
them selves to  nonnegotiable  Biblical 
theories concern ing  the h is to ry  of the 
ea rth , crea tion -sc ien tists adop t an a tti­
tude and m ethodology that is unaccep t­
able to  m ost secu lar sc ien tists . John  A. 
M oore, an evo lu tion ist p rom inent in the 
C alifornia tex tbook  co n troversy , pu ts it 
this w ay in his article describ ing the 
tex tbook  battle: “ C reation ists search  
nature fo r ev idence fo r conclusions they  
have already accep ted ; evo lu tion ists , on 
the o ther hand, use observa tions and 
experim ents on natural phenom ena to 
help them  reach  the ir co n c lu s io n s.”  8

* M.I.T. Press. 1977. 174 pages.
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Finally , c rea tion ists  also  b reak  the 
rules by unabashedly  prom oting super­
natural exp lana tions. In the eyes of m ost 
secu lar sc ien tists  this constitu tes a kind 
of scientific sacrilege. In its com m itm ent 
to  “ o b je c t iv e ’" k n o w le d g e  m o d e rn  
science consciously  avoids the super­
natural. because  it canno t be tes ted  w ith 
the p resen t m ethods o f science.

The scientific resea rch  of creation- 
sc ien tists  o ften  consists  o f a ttem p ts to 
prove tha t natural exp lanations o f o ri­
gins are im probable (if not im possible), 
and th ere fo re  supernatu ra l exp lanations 
are  p referab le . But fo r m ost secular sci­
en tists supernatu ra l exp lana tions are 
never p referab le .

H ow ever, evo lu tion ists d o n 't alw ays 
play by their ow n rules. C reation is ts 
have good reason  to question  the reli­
gious and  ph ilosophical neutrality  of 
m uch tha t is p rom oted  in the nam e of 
science. F or exam ple, N elkin d iscusses 
the con troversia l M A COS social science 
tex tbooks prepared  fo r use in e lem en­
tary  schools. M A COS seem s to  prom ote 
a hum anistic view of m an and a  rela- 
tivistic system  o f values.

M ost religious th inkers and even  m ost 
sc ien tists w ould no t accep t the claim  that 
science alone prov ides au then tic  know l­
edge. R elig ion’s enem y , they  w ould say , 
is no t sc ience, no t even  the scientific 
theo ry  o f evo lu tion . It is the m aterialistic  
and  reduction istic  ph ilosophies based  on 
the nonscientific conviction  tha t only 
science leads to  au then tic  tru th . From  
this point o f view  the clash  betw een  
evolu tion ists an d  c rea tion ists  is superfi­
c ial, even  e lem en tary , because  it is 
based  on a m isunderstanding  of the 
p roper dom ains o f science and  religion. 
P roperly  unders tood , science c a n ’t ever 
d isprove or d isp lace religion and religion 
c a n ’t d ic ta te  the co n ten t o f science.

N elkin seem s to  favo r a m ore radical 
position . She flirts w ith the conclusion 
that the independence o f science and 
religion is only " a  convenien t m y th .” 9 
If she is right, the struggle betw een evo ­
lu tionists and crea tion ists  is e lem ental, 
not e lem en tary , m uch less superficial.

C ertain ly  fo r fundam enta lists  the in­
dependence  of science and religion is a 
m yth . T he enem y o f  fundam enta list 
C hristian ity  is the scientific theo ry  o f 
evo lu tion , no t ju s t evo lu tionary  philoso­
phies.

The nature o f fundam enta list religion 
is such  that it m ust claim  com plete  h a r­
m ony betw een  “ true  sc ien ce”  and “ true 
re lig ion .”  F o r the fundam enta list the lit­
eral harm ony of science and  S crip ture  is 
a necessary  fac t w ithout w hich religion 
b e c o m e s  th e  “ c o n v e n ie n t  m y th .”  
T herefo re  fundam en ta lists  canno t easily

acknow ledge tha t the theo ry  o f evolution  
is accep ted  by m odern  science purely for 
scientific reasons.

As a scientific  theo ry , biological evo ­
lution is no m ore religious o r irreligious 
than  any  o th er scientific theory  tha t in­
te rp re ts  past even ts . Its “ relig ious”  
charac te r consists  o f the fa c t tha t it deals 
w ith past even ts described  also  by the 
H ebrew -C hristian  S crip tu res (the origin 
of the d iverse fo rm s of life on earth ). 
In trinsically , it is no m ore religious and 
no less scientific than , say , the theo ry  of 
p late tec ton ics in geology. O nly an un- 
accep tab ly  narrow  definition tha t lim its 
scientific exp lana tions to  theories tha t 
can  be tes ted  d irectly  in the lab can 
exclude evolu tion  from  the realm  of le­
gitim ate science.

A dm ittedly this conclusion is cold 
com fort to  the num erous C hristian  stu ­
den ts fo r w hom  evo lu tionary  theo ry— 
even  a purely scientific evolu tionary  
theory  stripped  of philosophical tra p ­
pings— is religiously unaccep tab le . Soci­
ety cannot dem and that fundam entalists 
change their religion. N or can society  
expect fundam entalists to  happily  sup­
port schools tha t underm ine their reli­
gion. But neither can  society  redefine 
science fo r the convenience o f a partic­
ular religious trad ition ; and  the C re- 
ation-science m ovem ent and its theories, 
as th e y  e x is t  to d a y ,  a re  a b le n d  o f 
science and  religion.

So we have the m akings of a dilem m a 
w orthy of the w isdom  of a Solom on. 
N everthe less, I am  confident tha t the 
problem s o f C hristian s tuden ts  w hose 
religious beliefs are affronted  by the sci­
entific theo ry  of biological evo lu tion  can 
be m inim ized. W e should  not u nderes­
tim a te  th e  e x te n t  to  w h ic h  a  c le a r -  
m in d ed  d e lin e a tio n  o f  th e  lim its  o f 
science and a persisten t effort to  pick 
science clean of its philosophical accre ­
tions can help.

But could  the clash betw een  evolu­
tionists and crea tion ists  be only a super­
ficial expression  of a conflict fa r  m ore 
basic than  the clash  betw een the scien­
tific theo ry  o f evolution  and fundam en­
talist C hristian  religion? Is the easy  
com patib ility  o f science and religion re ­
ally ju s t a  “ convenien t m y th ” ? T his may 
be the m ost serious question  raised  by 
N elk in’s book.

N elkin is not alone in suspecting  that 
the possibility o f a harm onious m arriage 
betw een science and religion is a pious 
m yth. N ot a few  sc ien tists and even 
som e philosophers agree w ith John  A. 
M oore tha t only science yields au then tic  
know ledge.

Right o r w rong, the fac t tha t p rofound 
th inkers can  see science and religion as

im placable, if cu rren tly  unw itting , foes 
is cause fo r concern . Jacques M onod, a 
renow ned  m olecular b io logist, w rites in 
h is  e lo q u e n t ,  b u t d is tu rb in g ,  b o o k  
C hance and  N ecessity: “ M odern socie­
t ie s  a c c e p te d  th e  t r e a s u r e s  a n d  th e  
pow er tha t science laid in their laps. But 
th e y  h a v e  n o t a c c e p te d — th e y  h av e  
scarcely  even heard— its p ro founder 
m essage: th e  defining o f a new  and 
unique source  o f tru th , and the dem and 
fo r  a th o ro u g h  re v is io n  o f  e th ic a l  
p rem ises. . . . E njoying all the riches 
they  ow e to  science o u r societies a re  still 
try ing to  live by and to  teach  system s of 
values already b lasted a t the root by  
science itself. "  (Italics su pp lied .)10

If M onod is right, the c rea tion ists  o f 
the tex tbook  con troversies are  not an ­
achron istic  th row backs to  an era  of 
"u n en lig h ten ed ”  religious opposition  to  
evolu tionary  theory . In s tead , they  could 
be in the vanguard  o f a long in tellec­
tual guerrilla  w arfare  as scientific and 
religious w orld view s con tend  fo r ou r 
souls.

T he c rea tion ists  o f the tex tbook  con ­
troversies m ay not alw ays choose the 
right issues on w hich to  take a stand , but 
their defense  of religious view s of reality  
could be vital— for all o f us. V ital even 
fo r science! U nless sustained  and co n ­
trolled by an eth ic  g rounded in a reli­
gious view  of reality , the “ ra tio n a l” 
view o f nature  m ay lead to  the ultim ate 
irrationality— self-destruction . □
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The McRae Case: 
A  Record of the Hyde A m endm ents  

Impact on Religious Freedom  
and Health Core

By L inda Ambrose

W hether abortion  is right o r w rong is not 
a question L ib e r t y  seeks to answ er. Its 
editors have opinions, as does the Sev­
enth-day Adventist C hurch , which takes a 
“ respect for life”  position, but leaves the 
im plem entation of tha t am biguity to the 
Scripture-enlightened conscience of its 
m em bers. L ib e r t y  does cover church-state 
affairs, and abortion  has become one, 
with a vengeance. M any of the elem ents of 
the M cRae case, including the testimony 
of re p re s e n ta t iv e s  of s e v e ra l c h u rc h  
groups, serve to highlight the religious 
liberty issues in the abortion  controversy.

The following article highlights testi­
mony bearing on the political, religious, 
and constitutional questions involved in 
restricting public funding of abortion . In ­
cluded are  excerpts from  the main reli­
gious antagonists who have testified on the 
issue.

Though the article appeared  originally 
in a publication editorially supporting  a 
w om an’s righ t to ab o rt, L ib e r t y  considers 
it to be a fair rep o rt of controversy su r­
rounding the Hyde am endm ent— though 
weighted in its selection of testim ony. 
Please, no letters trying to sell us on the 
m erits of abortion  o r nonabortion; we are  
all in possession of m ore than  adequate 
m aterial, and each mail brings m ore. A d­
dress yourselves ra th e r to the questions of 
the artic le’s first parag raph .
— R. R. H.
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Two principal constitu tional q u es­
tions rem ain  w ith regard  to  res tric ­
tions on public funding  of abortion . Can 

the federal governm ent legitim ately deny  
funding fo r m edically  necessary  abo r­
tions in a program  estab lished  to  finance 
necessary  m edical trea tm en t?  D oes the 
very  ex istence  o f a law  prohibiting pub­
lic funding  of abo rtion  v iolate the sepa­
ration  o f chu rch  and  s ta te  by enacting  
into civil law  one religious view  of ab o r­
tion?

A m assive reco rd  on these questions is 
being com piled in a high-ceilinged m od­
ern courtroom  in B rooklyn. It w as in this 
courtroom  tha t Judge John  F . D ooling, 
J r . ,  d issolved prev ious cou rt o rders  in 
the sum m er of 1977 and  perm itted  H EW  
to  cu t off federa l fu n d s fo r abortion  
under the 1976 H yde am endm ent. H e 
ac ted  under d irec tion  o f the U .S . Su­
prem e C ourt, follow ing its decisions on 
public financing of a b o rtio n ,1 bu t these 
ac tions dealt only  w ith m otions to  b lock 
en fo rcem en t o f the H yde am endm ent. 
T hey  did not decide the m erits o f con ­
stitu tional and s ta tu to ry  argum ents of 
the plaintiffs. B efore doing so, Judge 
Dooling ind icated  he w ould exam ine 
testim ony  and ev idence a t considerab le  
length. T hat p rocess began in the U .S . 
D istric t C ourt fo r the E aste rn  D istric t of 
N ew  Y ork while C ongress w as v igor­
ously d isputing  reen ac tm en t o f the H yde

am endm ent and while th e  s ta tes w ere 
grappling w ith adm inistrative and  politi­
cal im plications o f federa l develop­
m ents.

It is no t certa in , o f co u rse , how  the 
case will finally be reso lved . B ut a lready  
there  has been  a fa r  m ore com plete  re ­
view  of the effects and im plications o f 
both  H yde am endm ents than  in C on­
gress o r in any  o ther cou rt. S ince last 
sum m er, som e 200 exhibits have been 
en tered  in to  ev idence and well over
4,000 pages o f tran scrip ts have accum u­
lated , record ing  the testim ony o f m ore 
than  35 w itnesses.

This phase of the proceedings ended , 
five sets o f a tto rneys subm itted  w ritten  
briefs and presen ted  oral argum ents. 
Judge D ooling w as asked to  declare the 
1976 an d  1977 a n t ia b o r t io n  H y d e  
am endm ents invalid and to  issue an in­
junction  against en fo rcem en t o f the 1977 
H yde am endm ent. (A lthough the first 
H yde am endm ent has exp ired , dam age 
claim s based on its effects keep that 
com plaint alive. The second  rider con ­
tinues the restric tion  on M edicaid fu n d ­
ing fo r abortion , although it includes 
certain  excep tions tha t did not ex ist in 
the first H yde am endm ent.)

It is clearly  beyond  the scope o f this 
article to  repo rt com prehensively  on 
courtroom  developm ents. N onetheless, 
highlights from  the testim ony provide a

fac tual fram ew ork  fo r understand ing  the 
lega l a rg u m e n ts  b e in g  d e v e lo p e d  in 
M cR ae  and the political debates su r­
rounding abortion . T he principal lines of 
ev idence are  religious and  m edical.

The Religious Testimony. In its en tire ty , 
the religious testim ony  add resses  princi­
ples em bodied  in the F irs t A m endm ent 
to the C onstitu tion , w hich sta te s , in part: 
“ C ongress shall m ake no law  respecting  
an estab lishm en t o f religion, o r p roh ib it­
ing the free  exercise  th e re o f .”

The testim ony  estab lishes, first, that 
religious groups have differing doctrines 
re la ted  to  abortion . Som e proh ib it abo r­
tion  en tire ly . O thers hold there  is a reli­
gious d u ty , w hen faced  by an unw anted  
pregnancy , to  consider abo rtion , and , 
under certa in  c ircum stances, to  undergo 
an  abortion .

F a th e r W illiam B. Sm ith , p ro fesso r o f 
m oral theology a t St. Jo se p h ’s Sem inary , 
the m ajo r sem inary  fo r the A rchdiocese 
of N ew  Y ork , testified tha t C anon 2350 
of the R om an C atholic code o f canon 
law includes an  abso lu te  prohibition  on 
abortion .

C onverse ly , R abbi D avid F eldm an, 
au tho r o f a scholarly  exam ination  o f an-

L inda  A m b ro se  is associa te  editor o f  
Fam ily P lanning/Population  R eporter, 
W ashington, D .C .
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cien t and m odern  rabbinical law  on con ­
tracep tion  and ab o rtio n ,2 said tha t Tal- 
m udic law in the M ishnah includes “ a 
m andate  tha t [if] a  w om an [is] in diffi­
cu lt, life-th reaten ing  pregnancy  cond i­
tions, the fe tu s m ust be d ism em bered , if 
n ecessary , limb by lim b, and abortion  is 
m andatory  because  her life takes p rece ­
dence over its life .”  H e testified th a t 
abortion  is also  the appropria te  response  
w hen necessary  to  p ro tec t the w ell-being 
o f existing offspring or the m ental and 
physical health  o f the w om an.

Rabbi Feldm an added  tha t a  rabbi can , 
and in certa in  cases should , counsel a 
w om an to  have an abortion . "B u t, of 
cou rse , she is the final a rb iter. She 
m akes the final decision . . . . H er w elfare 
is p rim ary  and  her sta tem en t o f her w el­
fare  is p rim ary .”  T his position , he ex ­
plained, is based  on the c lear Jew ish  
teach ing  th a t a  fe tu s  is not a  hum an being 
until “ the fe tu s  ex its the w om b into the 
light o f the w orld , until, to  be very  spe­
cific, its head em erges, o r in the case o f a 
b reech b irth , half o f the body em erges. 
At th a t specific in stan t, th en , the fe tu s 
becom es h u m an .”

J. Philip W ogam an, a M ethodist min­
ister and dean  of C hristian  social eth ics 
a t W esley Theological Sem inary , said 
m ainline P ro testan t religions teach  tha t

procreation  should no t occur unless it is 
possib le to fulfill the responsib ilities o f 
paren thood . H e cited pregnancy  in a 13- 
year-old and cases involving risk to  the 
life, physical health , o r m ental health  of 
the w om an as situations th a t should trig­
ger a serious considera tion  of abortion . 
“ F u rth er, a case involving w hat could be 
described  as a fluke pregnancy ra ther 
late in life, close to  the period of m eno­
pause , might raise sim ilar q u es tio n s .”

A sked if abortion  w ould ever be m an­
dato ry  under such c ircum stances, he an ­
sw ered , “ Y es— in the sense [in] w hich I 
earlie r d iscussed  th is, m andatory  as a 
p e rso n ’s responsib ility  befo re  G od to  
decide the sacred  question  of w hether a 
new  life should be b rought in to  this 
w o rld .”

T hese theologians described  m ainline 
P ro testan t and  Jew ish  positions on abo r­
tion as app lications of general com ­
m andm ents and princip les, not prim arily 
as a  set of form al ru les; they  re jec ted  the 
concep t o f a fe tu s  as a “ p e rso n ”  de­
serving p ro tec tions acco rded  to persons. 
Jam es W ood, a  B aptist m inister and the 
execu tive  d irec to r o f th e  B aptist Jo in t 
C om m ittee on Public A ffairs, p resen ted  
a second  perspective , testify ing  tha t 
there is no B aptist teach ing  on abortion  
o r responsib le  paren thood . H e added:

“ H ow ever, I think there  is a  m ore fu n ­
dam ental thing than tha t and it has to  do 
w ith liberty  o f conscience itse lf as being 
the m ost precious single principle fo r the 
B aptist understand ing  of religious faith .
. . . So, w hen we com e to  an  issue such 
as abortion  we see it as not only the right 
o f decision  m aking, bu t a m oral decision . 
It com es ou t o f som e sense o f m oral 
aw areness. . . .  It takes on  religious 
m eaning [not because o f B aptist criteria] 
because it is being abso lu tized  as an  u l­
tim ate , a  suprem e obligation [w ithin the 
realm  of co n sc ien ce ].”

D uring prolonged cross-exam ination  
W ood said he found  incom prehensib le  
the gov ern m en t’s argum ent tha t the 
fe tus is a  person th roughou t gesta tion , 
w ith b irth  a developm ental stage tha t 
“ rep resen ts  only a change in lo ca tio n .”  
H e s a id ,  “ If  yo u  a re  ta lk in g  a b o u t 
equality  o f a fe tu s  and a  p erson , w ell, 
th a t blow s my mind. . . . B irth  is tre ­
m endously im p o rtan t”  in religious p rac ­
tice , in com m on sense, and  in legal tra ­
dition.

W ood’s earlie r testim ony had identi­
fied still an o th e r group w hose view s are 
con trary  to  a dogm atic p rohibition  of 
abortion . N onpractic ing  persons w ho 
have gone th rough  a serious considera­
tion about the m orality  o f abo rtion  not

WHO'S WHO
M cR ae  v. C alifano ,1 as the case  is 

designated , is a national class action  
suit. The plaintiffs are  C ora M cRae 
and o ther low -incom e w om en unable 
to  obtain  abortions because  of the 
H yde am endm ent, physicians w ishing 
to  provide and to  be reim bursed  for 
abortion  serv ices, P lanned P aren t­
hood o f N ew  Y ork C ity , and the 
W om en’s D ivision of the B oard of 
G lo b a l M in is tr ie s  o f  th e  U n ite d  
M ethodist C hurch . T hese plaintiffs 
are  rep resen ted  by a tto rn ey s of the 
C en ter fo r C onstitu tional R ights, 
Planned Paren thood , and the A m eri­
can Civil L iberties U n ion .2 In a com ­
panion su it,3 T he N ew  Y ork C ity 
H ealth  and  H ospitals C orporation  is 
seeking to  p ro tec t its right, as a public 
agency providing m edical care  to  in­
digent persons, to  receive F ederal re ­
im bursem ent fo r M edicaid abortions.

T he defendan t in both  suits is H E W  
secre ta ry  Jo seph  A. C alifano, J r .,  the 
official w ith legal responsib ility  to  im ­
p lem ent the H yde am endm ent. C ali­
fano  is rep resen ted  by R ichard C aro , 
o f the U .S . A tto rn ey ’s office.

Isabella M. P ern icorne, a m em ber 
o f the N ational Right to  L ife C om ­
m ittee, is an  in terveno r-defendan t in 
behalf o f “ unborn  life” ; R ep resen ta ­
tive H enry  J. H yde (R -Ill.), fo rm er 
S enator Jam es L. B uckley (R -N .Y .), 
and S enato r Jesse  A. H elm s (R -N .C .) 
have sim ilar sta tus in behalf o f tax ­
payers opposed  to the expend itu re  o f 
public funds fo r abortion . So far, the 
in tervenors have been rep resen ted  
prim arily by A. L aw rence  W ashburn , 
o f N ew  Y ork.

It is c learly  beyond  the scope of 
this article to  rep o rt com prehensively  
on courtroom  developm ents . N one­

theless, highlights from  the testim ony  
provide a factual fram ew ork  fo r un ­
derstand ing  the legal argum ents being 
developed in M cR ae  and the political 
debates surrounding  abortion . The 
principal lines o f ev idence are  re li­
gious and m edical.

References
1 76 Civ. 1804 (E.D.N.Y.)
2 The attorneys are Rhonda Copelon 

and Nancy Stearns, of the Center for 
Constitutional Rights; Harriet F. Pilpel, 
Frederic S. Nathan, and Laurence Vogel, 
of Greenbaum, Wolff, and Ernst, and Eve 
W. Paul, of Planned Parenthood; Sylvia 
A. Law, of New York City; Janet Ben- 
shoof, Jill L. Goodman, Ellen Leitzer, and 
Nadine Taub, of the A m erican Civil 
Liberties Union.

3 New York City Health and Hospitals 
C orp. v. C a lifa n o ,  76 C iv . 1805 
(E.D.N.Y.)
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only arrive a t a deep ly  personal, consc i­
en tious decision , he said , b u t, in theo ­
logical and constitu tional te rm s, at a re ­
ligious decision . H e d rew  an analogy to 
the beliefs o f w ar re s is te rs , w ho, in the 
1960’s, expressed  deep ly  held , consc i­
en tious ob jec tions to  bearing  arm s in 
V ietnam . E ven  though the ir view  o f the 
w ar w as no t based on any  organized, 
doctrinal teach ing , it held a sta tus com ­
parab le  to  religion and w as deserving of 
constitu tional p ro tec tion , the Suprem e 
C ourt held in U nited S ta tes  v. Seeger.3

B oth im plicit and  explicit in all the 
afo rem en tioned  testim ony  w as the con ­
cep t that the H yde am endm ent— by en ­
acting  into civil law  a view  of abortion  
that is con tra ry  to the religious convic­
tions o f d ifferent g roups of A m ericans— 
c o n s t i tu te s  an  im p e rm is s ib le  e s t a b ­
lishm ent o f religion.

Free Exercise of Religion. The relation­
ship betw een  res tric tions on M edicaid 
funding of abortion  and  the free-exerc ise  
clause of the F irst A m endm ent w as 
brought hom e by tw o theologians tes ti­
fy ing from  opposing doctrinal positions. 
W ogam an had testified tha t M ethodists 
believe abortion  is the p roper religious 
response  w hen c ircum stances preclude 
responsib le  paren thood . If financial sup­
port fo r abo rtion  is denied  or w ithheld 
under M edicaid, a M ethodist M edicaid 
rec ip ien t’s o p p o rtun ity  to  ac t in acco rd ­
ance  w ith those beliefs w ould be “ ob­
viously underm ined . . . .  It w ould be a 
very  grave im pedim ent [to the exercise  
o f religious fa ith ] ,”  he said.

A sim ilar point w as m ade im plicitly by 
F a th er Sm ith, the official w itness fo r the 
Rom an C atholic A rchdiocese o f N ew  
Y ork. The p lain tiffs ' a tto rney  asked him 
about a hypo thetica l situation  in w hich a 
“ reverse  H yde am en d m en t”  w ould ex ­
clude paym ents fo r m atern ity  serv ices 
bu t con tinue  them  fo r abortion . W ould 
th a t  in te r f e r e  w ith  a p o o r  C a th o lic  
w om an’s o p p o rtun ity  to  exercise  her re ­
ligious beliefs?  Sm ith avoided the q u es­
tion until Judge D ooling in tervened:

Dooling: If there  is no o ther serv ice 
available excep t this M edicaid hosp ita l, 
[and] it does not ass ist in norm al b irths 
and refuses to  do any th ing  excep t abo r­
tions, and she has no o th er available 
resou rce  tha t is re levan t to  her preg­
nancy . . .

A .:  I w ould certa in ly— th a t w ould 
certa in ly  limit the w om an.

Dooling: L im it th e  w om an?
A .:  I t w o u ld  lim it th e  w o m a n ’s 

cho ices ap paren tly . T here  is no choice.
A tto rney  fo r  the p la in tiffs: And that

w ould . . . in terfe re  w ith her ability  to  
exercise  her religious beliefs?

A .:  It w ould seem  to.

No “ Secular” Purpose. Significantly, the 
record  of last y e a r’s C ongressional d e ­
bate show s that the H yde am endm ent 
was not advocated  as a w ay of im proving 
m aternal and in fan t health , p ro tecting  
people or p roperty , reducing taxes , o r 
achieving any o ther goal norm ally m en­
tioned in support o f legislation. L aw yers 
and  theologians call such ob jec tives the 
“ secular p u rp o se”  o f legislation. Secu­
lar purpose m ay (and o ften  does) co in­
cide w ith the sec tarian  goals o f som e or 
all religions. But it is based , not pri­
m arily on religious considera tions, but 
on a concern  fo r societal w ell-being as 
accep ted  by a general consensus o f the 
citizenry .

T he overw helm ing w eight o f the tes ti­
mony indicates tha t preventing  abortion  
does not p rom ote any secular pu rpose. 
The H yde am endm ent does not p rom ote 
norm al childbearing, fo r exam ple, b u t, in 
fac t, con tribu tes to  em otional d istress 
and physical d iso rders tha t in terfe re  w ith 
healthy  childbearing am ong the poor.

The ev idence in Judge D ooling’s court 
suggests, m oreover, tha t the an tiabo r­
tio n is ts ’ asserted  in terest in protecting  
“ hum an life”  is no t a secu lar pu rpose. 
W hile all the w itnesses acknow ledged 
that a fertilized  egg is biological life o f 
the hum an species, they  have not agreed 
that this constitu tes  a hum an person  or 
that it is entitled  to  the sam e pro tec tions 
a c c o rd e d  to  p e r s o n s . W o g am a n  r e ­
view ed the claim  of m any “ right to  life”  
groups tha t “ m edical sc ience , not theo l­
ogy, tells us the unborn  is hum an life .”

“ W e ll ,”  W o g am a n  c o m m e n te d , 
“ there is a  certa in  special appeal to  tha t, 
but w hat [R epresen tative H yde] is say ­
ing in those w ords is tha t we can  know  
through factual descrip tion  w hat the 
value of a particu lar en tity  is. . . . N ow , I 
think I speak fo r v irtually  all theologians 
and e th ic is ts  at th is point in saying a 
descrip tive sen tence canno t estab lish  the 
value of an e n ti ty .”

Organized Religion’s Role. T he court 
record  suggests tha t the H yde am end­
m ent incorporates one religious view on 
abortion— tha t it is alw ays w rong and 
that a hum an person ex ists  at the m o­
m ent o f concep tion  (ra ther than  at birth). 
A lthough this is the position  o f the 
Rom an C atholic C hurch , the a tto rneys 
challenging the H yde am endm ents have 
pointed ou t tha t it is also  the doctrinal 
position of O rthodox  Jew s, M orm ons,

L u therans o f th e  M issouri S ynod , and 
certa in  evangelical P ro testan ts . If the 
H yde am endm ents a re , in pu rpose  and 
effect, the en ac tm en t o f a religious p rin ­
ciple, how ever, the involvem ent o f an 
im portan t denom ination  in the political 
effort to  w in the ir passage is re levan t to  
the C o n stitu tio n ’s ban  on any  “ law re ­
specting  an estab lishm en t o f re lig ion .”

C onsiderab le  ev idence in the cou rt 
record  has show n tha t the R om an C ath ­
olic h ierarchy  has devo ted  m oney , p e r­
sonnel, and  orgai lizational reso u rces to  
th e  m o b iliz a tio n  o f  p o li t ic a l  e f fo r ts  
against abortion  in general and  against 
public funding of abo rtions fo r the poor 
in particu lar. E vidence included a copy 
o f the N ational C on ference  o f C atholic 
B ishops’ “ Pastoral Plan fo r P ro-L ife 
A c tiv ities ,”  w hich estab lishes a na tion ­
wide p lan o f legislative action  on ab o r­
tion ; a copy  of an article in the S t. Paul, 
M inneso ta , C atholic Bulletin  reporting  
tha t a  com m ittee  o f C atholic b ishops in 
1973 pledged all the “ educational and 
inform ation re so u rce s”  o f the church  to  
opposing  ab o rtio n ; a bulletin  o f the M in­
neso ta  C itizens C oncerned  fo r L ife 
d irec ted  to  “ M inneso ta  C lerg y ”  urging 
serm ons on abo rtion , a special second 
collection  fo r the M C C L, and inclusion 
of an tiabortion  inserts in church  bulle­
tins; ev idence of a m eeting of officials o f 
the N ew  Y ork S tate  Right to  L ife C om ­
m ittee during w hich they  d iscussed  the 
d is tribu tion  of chu rch  m oney am ong 
local, s ta te , and  national d iv isions o f the 
N ational R ight to  L ife C om m ittee.

The testim ony  of C arol W erner, a  
lo b b y is t  f o r  th e  N a tio n a l A b o rtio n  
Rights A ction L eague, confirm ed new s 
sto ries tha t reported  last fall that M ark 
G allagher, a  rep resen ta tive  o f the N a­
tional C om m ittee fo r a H um an Life 
A m endm ent (lobbying arm  of the N a­
tional C on ference  of C atholic B ishops), 
influenced, if not d irec ted , H ouse con ­
fe re e s ’ responses during  con ference  
com m ittee  deliberations on the H yde 
am endm ent. “ E very  tim e the Senate 
con ferees m ake a com prom ise o ffe r,”  
the N ew  York Tim es  had rep o rted , “ Mr. 
G allagher quietly  w alks to the co n fer­
ence table to  tell a staff aide to  the 11 
H ouse con ferees  w hether the proposal is 
accep tab le  to  the b ishops. H is recom ­
m endations are  invariably  fo llow ed .” 4

Political Divisiveness. W hen organized 
religions becom e entangled  in the politi­
cal p rocess, several w itnesses testified, 
the consequences are acrim onious com ­
m unity d iv isions, po larization , and dis­
to rtion  o f the political p rocess by an
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im passioned , single-issue m inority  v o t­
ing bloc. W hile chu rch  and “ right to  
life ”  leaders d isavow  the bom bings, 
a rso n , vandalism , and con fron ta tions 
w ith patien ts tha t have occurred  a t m ed­
ical clin ics, m any o f these sam e persons 
con tinue  to  ex h o rt against “ m u rd e r”  and 
to im plicitly suggest th a t lesser violence 
m ay be justified  in a ttem pting  to  stop  it.

T he ex periences o f one w itness sug­
gested  tha t ex trem e rhe to ric  and denom ­
inational invo lvem en t in politics c rea tes  
a clim ate th a t th rea ten s  to  d isrup t politi­
cal and  governm ental functions on every  
level. M ary P eek , a fo rm er teach e r and  a 
housew ife  from  G rey  C loud Island , 
M inneso ta , testified ab o u t h e r experi­
ences as a vo lun teer w orker fo r the 
D em ocratic  F arm  L abor p arty  and , in 
1972, as a candidate  fo r the sta te  legisla­
tu re . H er position  in fav o r o f reform ing 
M inneso ta ’s then-ex isting  crim inal ab o r­
tion law  w as repo rted  in the C atholic  
Bulletin, an even t th a t m arked a turning 
po in t in her cam paign. She eventually  
lost the p rim ary  elec tion  by 116 votes.

Q: N ow , did m any C atholics w ho 
w ere prev iously  w orking fo r you ac­
tively rem ain involved in your cam ­
paign?

A :  W ell, I th ink a  large m ajority  co n ­
tinued to  support m e, bu t . . . they  said 
quite frank ly  th a t th ey  w ere getting 
phone calls from  o th er people in their 
parish , saying, ‘W hat are you doing sup­
porting  tha t w om an w ho believes in 
ab o rtio n ? ’ O ne called  me one Sunday 
very  em otionally  and  said she had heard  
me called a  ‘m u rd e re r.’. . . The fac t is 
that there w ere a num ber o f people w ho 
had been w arm  su ppo rte rs , w ho ju s t felt 
th a t they  could no longer be public w ith 
tha t support.

M rs. Peek said M inneso tans take pride 
in th e ir s ta te ’s repu ta tion  fo r openness 
and  political to lerance . “ [But] I found  
m y children , w ho w ere then  15 and 17, 
being told in school tha t their m other 
was a m urderer and a baby k ille r ,”  she 
said . “ It gives you an  exam ple of the 
kind o f m iasm a o f fe a r and hatred  that 
could  ex is t, and I co u ld n ’t believe i t .”  
She added  tha t she has given up political 
asp ira tions. “ I d o n ’t w ish  to  m ove ou t of 
my d is tric t. A nd, as a resu lt, I think it 
w ould be very  difficult fo r me to  be 
e lec ted , because if things w ere bad in 
’72, they  are m uch w orse now  in M inne­
s o ta .”

N ear the end o f M rs. P eek ’s tes ti­
m ony, the follow ing exchange occurred  
betw een  her and the a tto rney  fo r “ u n ­
bo rn  life ,”  L aw rence W ashburn:

Q .:  O n th e  A u s c h w itz  q u e s t io n ,

w ould you limit [a C atholic b ishop] in 
any  w ay, in opposing m urders in A usch­
w itz? W ould you limit his going into the 
political system ? . . . C ould he do ev ­
ery th ing  th a t they  are  doing on abortion  
or no t?

A .:  The full separation  o f church  and 
sta te  is one on w hich w e need to  be very  
carefu l w hen we b reak  dow n tha t wall.

Q .:  Y o u r  H o n o r , I  h a v e  to  a sk  
w hether c lerics, in th is p e rso n ’s view , 
. . . a re  free  to  w alk in to  a C ongress­
m an ’s office and  express the ir view  on 
abortion .

A .:  If  they  are  lobbying on behalf of 
them selves, if th ey  are  designated  lob­
by ists fo r a  secu lar organ ization , and so 
o n . I ju s t  th in k  in  th is  w h o le  a r e a ,  
churches m ust use re s tra in t, and I feel 
tha t there  has been an increasing b reak ­
dow n on . . . som e o f those  re s tra in ts , 
and  I am  concerned . . . .  I w ould have 
thought tha t reading histo ry  w ould have 
taught all o f us the dangers o f ecc lesias­
tical in terven tion  leading to  a  sectarian  
strife.

Q .: W asn ’t slavery  an excep tion?
A tto rney  fo r  the p la in tiffs: O b jection , 

Y our H onor. I th ink  this is a rgum enta­
tive.

A tto rney  fo r  the intervenor-defendant: 
W e have to  get the w itn ess’s view , or 
else she has no purpose  o f being here.

Dooling: She cam e here to  tell us of 
her experience , not her philosophy.

W itness: O r m y theology. A nd the 
kind o f questions you  have been  d irec t­
ing to  me in th is courtroom  are exactly  
the kind o f badgering questions th a t are 
leveled against everyone w ho advocates 
freedom  of choice and th ey  are m ade to  
seem  to  condone m urders in A uschw itz , 
the death  penalty , eu thanasia , and all 
those  kinds o f things w hen we are  not 
talking about th a t a t all.

The Medical Testimony. T he physician 
w itnesses, by describ ing their p ro fes­
sional experiences and conclusions, ad ­
d ressed  the sta tu to ry  concep t o f “ m edi­
cal n ece ss ity ,”  as well as constitu tional 
principles o f due p rocess and equal p ro ­
tec tion  o f the law s; p ro tec tion  from  
vague, overb road  legislation; the right of 
physicians to  p rac tice  m edicine in ac­
co rdance  w ith their best m edical judg ­
m ent; and the right o f pa tien ts to  receive 
necessary  m edical trea tm en t and advice.

T e s tim o n y  fro m  m o re  th a n  h a lf  
a dozen  m edical experts  dem onstrated  
th a t  tw o  p h ra s e s  u se d  in  th e  H y d e  
a m e n d m e n t,  “ w h e re  th e  life  o f  th e  
m other w ould be endangered  if the fe tus 
w ere carried  to  te rm ”  and “ w here se ­

vere  and long-lasting physical health  
dam age w ould resu lt if the  p regnancy  
w ere carried  to  te rm ,”  are no t com ­
m only used  by docto rs and a re  open to  a  
variety  o f in terp re ta tions. D r. A dele 
H ofm ann, d irec to r o f ado lescen t m edi­
cine a t the N ew  Y ork  U n iversity  M edi­
cal C en te r, testified tha t in her p ro fes­
sional experience a p regnancy  to  anyone 
in her p reteen-age or early  teen-age 
years involves serious physical and  p sy ­
chological risks and  alw ays endangers 
life. A lthough she w ould perfo rm  abo r­
tions fo r teen-agers on those  grounds 
under the H yde am endm ent, she said 
m any docto rs w ould not.

“ I do no t understand  w hat it [the re f­
erence  to  life endangerm ent] m eans. I t is 
not a com m on phrase in the m edical 
parlance. I t ’s ex trem ely  vague. . . . L ife 
endangerm ent can  m ean anyth ing  in 
term s of w hat you define life as. In  m y 
judgm ent you could define life as som e­
thing extrem ely  o rd inary , in term s of 
b reath ing. D oes th is m ean , th en , tha t I 
c a n ’t do anything if p regnancy  w ere to 
render the patien t com atose , bu t that I 
could m aintain  her on a re sp ira to r? ”

On the o th er hand , determ in ing  that 
severe physical health  dam age “ w ould 
re su lt”  im plies, to  m any doc to rs  a t least, 
a degree o f ce rta in ty  tha t a lm ost never 
exists in treating  individual pa tien ts . A c­
cordingly, th a t c lause m ay be view ed as 
m ore res tric tive  than  life endangerm en t. 
If a physician , fo r exam ple, de term ines 
tha t a d iabetic  w om an has a  50 percen t 
chance of going blind if her unw anted  
pregnancy  is carried  to te rm , can  he ce r­
tify tha t severe and long-lasting health  
dam age “ w ould re su lt” ?

“ I th ink a physician  alw ays opera tes  
on the understand ing  tha t he c a n ’t p re ­
d ict these th in g s ,”  D r. H ofm ann  said. “ I 
opera te  on a com bination  o f the risk- 
benefit ra tio  o f anything th a t I w ould 
recom m end to  a pa tien t as being m edi­
cally indicated  or m edically  n ecessary .
. . . T here is no w ay th a t w e can  gaze in to  
a crystal b a ll .”

The docto rs offered num erous exam ­
ples o f the H yde am en d m en t’s in te rfe r­
ence in m edical decision-m aking and re ­
f e r r e d  to  p o s i t io n s  a d o p te d  b y  th e  
A m erican M edical A ssociation  and  the 
A m erican College o f O bste tric ians and 
G ynecologists (ACOG) supporting  the 
physic ian ’s right to  exercise  professional 
judgm ent as to  the m edical trea tm en ts  
necessary  during pregnancy. L ast sum ­
m er, A CO G  vigorously opposed  “ the 
in terposition  of a th ird  party— the gov­
ernm ent— w ithout m edical ex p ertise  b e ­
tw een the patien t and  her a ttend ing  phy­
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sician. . . . E ach  p a tien t p resen ts  a 
com bination  o f cond itions and  degrees 
o f sev erity , the to tal w eight o f w hich can 
only be determ ined  by the physician  w ho 
evalua tes tha t individual p a tie n t.” 5 

But even  w hen co n fro n ted  by  the vir­
tual ce rta in ty  o f life endangerm en t or 
“ severe and long-lasting physical health  
dam ag e ,”  docto rs m ay bypass their p ro ­
fessional judgm ent ra th e r than  u nder­
take  the bu reaucra tic  requ irem en ts of 
certify ing  the patien t fo r an abortion  
under the H yde am endm ent. D r. Judith  
B elsky , a consulting  p sych ia trist fo r the 
O bste trics  and G ynecology  D epartm en t 
at B ellevue H ospita l in N ew  Y ork , spoke 
of th e  perce ived  risk  o f legal involve­
m ent as a serious d e te rren t. “ D octors 
tend  to  be very  tim id w hen  it com es to  
legal s itua tions, and to  be afraid  that 
th e y ’re going to  be sued  and  no t to  really  
unders tand  the law .”

“ Medical Necessity.”  D octo rs on both  
sides o f the abortion  question  tes ti­
fied th a t  “ m e d ic a lly  n e c e s s a r y ”  o r 
“ m edically  in d ica ted ”  are  the norm al 
p rofessional standards fo r deciding w hat 
trea tm en t is ap p rop ria te . Indeed , the 
Social S ecurity  A ct sections establish ing  
M edicaid limit it to  paying fo r “ n eces­
sary  m edical se rv ice s .”  T he sam e term  
is u sed  in sec tions in tended  to  ensure 
th a t hosp ital adm issions and  m edical 
trea tm en ts  are  app rop ria te  and no t ex ­
cessive . Dr. E dm und R othschild , chief 
m edical officer fo r opera tions a t the N ew  
Y ork  C ity H ealth  and  H ospita ls C or­
po ra tion , explained  how  Professional 
S tandards R eview  O rganizations (PSRO ) 
h a v e  b e e n  e s ta b l i s h e d  to  d e te rm in e  
re im bursab ility  and  app rop ria teness  o f 
federally  funded  m edical serv ices. “ The 
standard  th roughou t all re fe ren ces tha t I 
have been  able to  find is . . . m edical 
n e c e ss ity ,”  he said. “ I t ’s repea ted  over 
and  o ver again  in docum en ts pu t ou t by 
H E W  since 1972.”  A sked if he had 
found  th a t abortion  is being trea ted  d if­
fe ren tly  than  ev ery  o th e r m edical p ro ­
cedure  as fa r  as PSR O  s tandards go, D r. 
R othsch ild  resp o n d ed , “ Y e s .”

T he Suprem e C ourt has said th a t a 
d e te r m in a t io n  o f  m e d ic a l n e c e s s i ty  
should  be based  on a  considera tion  of 
physical conditions, em otional and p sy ­
c h o lo g ic a l  f a c t o r s ,  fa m il ia l  c ir c u m ­
stan ces, and age .6 A long w ith several 
o th e r d o c to rs . D r. S eym our R om ney, of 
A lbert E instein  C ollege o f M edicine, 
said  th a t th a t position  co incides w ith 
w idely accep ted  pro fessional s tandards, 
adding tha t a p a tie n t’s cu ltu ral b ack ­
g round  and her capac ity  to  unders tand

and carry  ou t m edical adv ice are  also 
cen tral concerns.

A lthough early  repo rts  suggest tha t 
m ost docto rs have adop ted  a  very  nar­
row  in terp re ta tion  o f the H yde am end­
m en t, D r. R om ney testified th a t, in his 
experience  w ith low -incom e pa tien ts , 
from  50 to 100 p ercen t o f unw anted  
pregnancies are life endangering because 
of preex isting  health  cond itions, lack  of 
f in an c ia l a n d  s u p p o r t iv e  r e s o u r c e s ,  
physical as well as psychological effects 
o f p regnancy-related  s tress , and th e  risk  
o f recourse  to  self-induced  o r illegal 
abortion . U nw antedness o f p regnancy , 
itself, c rea tes and com pounds m edical 
risks, he said , because  w om en undergo ­
ing pregnancy  unwillingly are  less likely 
to  keep prenatal appo in tm en ts, to  accep t 
d ietary  adv ice , o r to  be m otivated  or 
capable  o f carry ing ou t m edical in s tru c­
tions. W hen the p regnant w om an is 
poor, her sense o f hopelessness o r d es­
pera tion  m ay be justifiably  com pounded . 
“ [A w om an m ay] possib ly  seek  an ab o r­
tion under illegal c ircu m stan ces ,”  he 
added. “ She m ay decide to  ven ture  
along in the p regnancy  bu t no t under 
sound princip les. She m ay not be ab le , 
fo r a varie ty  o f reasons, to  follow  sp e ­
cific and  desirab le  m edical ca re , w hether 
it m eans avoiding salt or getting  a  good 
diet o r getting to  bed and getting a lot o f 
res t. F o r the M edicaid patien t, th a t m ay 
be an im possible ass ig n m en t.”

In describ ing the effects o f stre ss , D r. 
R om ney said th a t a pa tien t w ith b o rd e r­
line anem ia or o therw ise  m arginal health  
sta tus m ay be able to function  in a vari­
e ty  o f norm al c ircum stances. “ Put th a t 
sam e patien t w ith borderline anem ia in a 
stressfu l situation  and  they  m ay have 
congestive heart fa ilu re .”  A sked  if he 
considers unw anted  pregnancy  a s tre ss ­
ful situation , he replied: “ I th ink  an  un ­
w anted  pregnancy  is one of the m ost 
stressfu l experiences fo r a  w om an— w ho 
m ust recognize th a t sh e ’s in an  experi­
ence em otionally  and physiologically  
w hich she has to  carry  th rough  day  to  
day , hour to  hour, day  and night. T here 
is no putting  aside the p regnancy . A nd 
on the streng th  of th a t, she takes it to  
bed  and has to  live w ith it all the  tim e. 
. . .  I th ink that m ust be one o f the m ost 
d ifficu lt c ir c u m s ta n c e s  th a t  h u m a n  
beings can find them selves in .”

Building a Record for Appeal. T here 
w ere significant a reas o f agreem ent 
am ong the physicians— on the harm  of 
superseding a  p hysic ian ’s m edical judg­
m ent w ith s ta tu to ry  “ s tan d a rd s” ; on the 
varie ty  o f w ays in w hich the H yde lan­

guage will be u n d ers tood  and  m isunder­
stood  by physic ians; on the detrim en ta l 
e ffects o f u nw an tedness  on pregnancy  
ou tcom e.

From  the  beginning, Judge D ooling 
and the a tto rn ey s  have  p roceeded  w ith 
the understand ing  th a t his decision  will 
be appealed . If Judge D ooling ru les in 
fav o r o f the p lain tiffs, it is likely , under 
p rocedura l ru les, th a t the case  w ould be 
appealed  to  the  Suprem e C o u rt; if he 
rules fo r the de fen d an ts , it w ould be 
appealed  to  the U .S . C ourt o f A ppeals 
fo r the Second  C ircu it.

By late M arch th e  d efen se  had  p re ­
sen ted  five w itnesses, com pared  to  m ore 
than  th irty  fo r the plaintiffs. T estim ony  
w as very  b road ; Judge D ooling seldom  
susta ined  o b jec tions th a t tes tim ony  w as 
“ irre le v an t.”  A nd w hat w ould be ru led  
ou t as “ op in ion”  in o th e r trials w as al­
low ed because  the w itnesses testified as 
ex p erts  and w ere en titled— unlike lay 
w itnesses— to  offer opin ions.

A t tim es th e  low -keyed courtroom  
proceedings have seem ed pro longed , if 
no t ted ious. But the question ing  has re ­
peated ly  touched  on the m ost p ro found  
religious and  theological d ifferences and 
on the m ost fundam enta l issues o f m edi­
cal care  delivery . “ T he re c o rd ”  e s tab ­
lished during exam ination  and  c ro ss-ex ­
am ination  se ts the stage fo r judicial 
ac tion , no t on ly  in Judge D ooling’s 
cou rt, bu t in o th e r s ta te  and  federal 
cou rts  and , u ltim ate ly , in the Suprem e 
C ourt. □
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O c to b e r ,  1977, th e  D is tr ic t  
C ourt o f N ew  Jersey  banned the 

teach ing  o f transcenden ta l m editation 
(TM ) from  that s ta te ’s public schools. 
The judicial opinion w as the first court 
ruling concern ing  T M ’s religious nature . 
In his op in ion , Judge C urtis M eanor 
claim ed the TM  defendan ts failed to  d is­
p rove the con ten tion  that TM  w as a 
thinly disguised  H indu religion. H e en ­
jo ined  T M ’s presence  in public schools 
because  it v io lated  the separation  of 
church  and s ta te . A lthough the defen d ­
an ts  initially ruled ou t the possibility  of 
an appeal, the  legal d ec is io n ’s im pact has 
fo rced  both  TM  and governm ental d e ­
fendan ts to  begin the appeal p rocess.

T he law suit resu lted  from  a federally- 
funded  experim ental p ro jec t in five N ew  
Jersey  public high schools. D uring the 
1975-1976 school year studen ts w ere 
taught TM  and its theo ry , the science of 
crea tive  intelligence (SCI). As a part of 
the program  studen ts partic ipated  in a 
w orship  cerem ony , know n as a puja, to  
G uru D ev, a  dead  H indu god. W hen 
governm ent and school officials refused 
to  term inate  the TM  classes, the C oali­
tion fo r Religious Integrity  (C R I), a 
group  of N ew  Jersey  residen ts , and the 
Spiritual C oun terfe its  Project (SC P), a 
C alifornia-based organization , jointly  
filed the ir law suit in F ebruary , 1976.

Im m ediately  follow ing the decision , 
TM proponen ts began dow nplaying the 
im portance of the decision . Speaking 
from  his Sw itzerland h eadquarte rs , Ma- 
harishi M ahesh Yogi, founder and head 
of the TM m ovem ent, dism issed the 
ju d g e ’s ban as a “ little th ing”  and “ in­
significant.”  H e said the ruling would 
not affect the fu tu re  of the TM  m ove­
m ent. A lso, Dr. Leonard  G oldm an, an 
execu tive o f M aharishi In ternational 
U niversity  (M IU ), said that “ from  the 
beginning, we never considered  th is case 
to  be o f m ajor im portance to  the tran ­
scendental m editation  m ovem ent. We 
have no plans to  appeal it. It will have no 
influence on o u r ac tio n s .”  1 T reating  the 
decision  lightly w as in tended to  pro tec t 
the TM m ovem ent from  any negative 
effects p roduced by the ban.

L ikew ise, som e governm ental defen d ­
an ts  d ism issed  the possibility o f an ap ­
peal o r rem ained silent. A lthough the

D epartm ent o f H ea lth , E d uca tion , and 
W e lfa re  (H E W ) w ith h e ld  c o m m e n t,  
R obert Schw artz , the P a te rson  (N ew  
Jersey ) B oard of E ducation  a tto rn ey , 
said he w as recom m ending th a t the F ed ­
eral decision  not be appealed . Scipio 
A fricano, the U nion C ity  (N ew  Jersey ) 
B oard of E ducation  a tto rn ey , indicated 
that his board  had no appeal in tentions 
because  “ he fe lt the decision  w ould 
probably  be upheld in a  h igher c o u r t .” 2

M any significant developm ents have 
transp ired  in the year since the ban on 
TM . In F eb ruary  the C oalition  fo r R eli­
gious In tegrity  m ade a m otion to  recover 
$40,612 taxpayer dollars th a t H E W  in­
v e s te d  to  te a c h  T M  in  N ew  J e r s e y  
schools. The plaintiffs sought to  recover 
the funds to offset their heavy  expenses 
incurred  in waging the legal ba ttle . The 
TM m ovem ent, H E W , and  tw o N ew  
Jersey  school d is tric ts opposed  the m o­
tion. R ather than  g ran t the p lain tiff’s 
m otion , Judge M eanor o rd ered  th e  five 
school d is tric ts to fo rfe it th e ir share  of 
the H E W  m oney. He o rdered  that the 
full am oun t be re tu rned  to  the s ta te ’s 
coffers fo r reallocation  to  a  legitim ate 
education  purpose. T his sym bolic slap 
on the w rist to  the local school d is tric ts 
ignored cu lpability  o f the N ew  Jersey  
D epartm ent o f E ducation , the real cu l­
p rit in p e rm it t in g  TM  in th e  p u b lic  
schools.

In a n o th e r  d e v e lo p m e n t,  th e  TM  
m ovem ent severed  re lations w ith tw o 
law firms tha t had rep resen ted  them  
during the legal activ ities. W hile one 
firm officially w ithdrew  as a tto rney -o f- 
record , the o th er firm w as fired by M a­
h a r is h i . T h e  TM  m o v e m e n t is now  
rep resen ted  by tw o a tto rn ey s w ho are 
TM  teach ers , P eter S terling and  S teven  
D ruker.

The m ost dam aging im pact o f the legal 
decision  has been  the cu tback  o f gov­
ernm en t-sponsored  TM  program s. In an 
affidavit subm itted  to  the federa l co u rt, 
S teven D ruker adm itted  th a t since “ the 
issuance of the C o u rt’s decision  in O c­
tober, 1977, adverse  reac tion  to  the 
transcenden ta l m ed ita tion /SC I program s 
began to develop  am ong m any o rganiza­
tions that had previously  show n fav o ra ­
ble in te re s t.” 3 D ruker cited  fo u r m ajor 
exam ples:
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(1) T he “ C aliforn ia  Y outh  A uthority  
had p lanned to  offer a  program  involving 
the transcenden ta l m edita tion  program  
as part o f the rehab ilita tive efforts. 
M oney had been  au thorized  and ev ery ­
thing w as set to  begin. T he C o u rt’s deci­
sion w as released  a few  days prior to  the 
com m encem ent o f the  program . The en ­
tire p ro jec t w as can ce lled .” 4

(2) “ A proposal to  em ploy the TM 
program  as p art o f a probation-paro le  
program  in C hicago w as under consid ­
era tion . O n D ecem ber 13, 1977, the 
ch ief judge o f the U .S . D istric t C ourt for 
N orthern  Illinois ve toed  the proposal 
p ro jec t based on the N ew  Jersey  Federal 
C ourt decision  th a t the TM  program  has 
a  religious aspec t to  i t .” 5

(3) “ T he S tate  B oard  of Independen t 
C olleges and U niversities o f F lo rida , in 
considering  M IU ’s app lication  to  offer 
courses fo r cred it in th a t s ta te , noted 
tha t the N ew  Jersey  D istric t C ourt had 
indicated  th a t SCI is a study o f religion 
and tha t the M IU  courses w ere de­
scribed w ith SC I in the title , e .g ., 'L ite r­
a tu re  and S C I .’ T he B oard has to ld  M IU  
tha t it m ay have to  sta te  officially in a 
publication  to  p ro spective  studen ts that 
they  are  studying  re lig ion .” 6

(4) T M  te a c h e r s  th r o u g h o u t  th e  
coun try  are  “ facing problem s ow ing to 
the d ec is io n .” 7

T hese startling  adm issions reveal tha t 
T M , co n tra ry  to  the ir p red ic tions, is 
being severely  affected  by the decision. 
And m ore is to  com e. Says D ruker: 
“ G iven the b read th  o f the o rd e r , con fu ­
sion about all a sp ec ts  o f the T M /SC I 
program s will be fo s te red  and . . . m ore 
adverse  effects . . . will re s u lt.” 8

In F e b ru a r y  th e  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  
H ealth , E ducation , and W elfare , the 
Paterson  B oard of E ducation , and the 
TM  defendan ts inform ed the D istrict 
C ourt o f the ir in ten tions to  appeal Judge 
M eanor’s decision . B oth plaintiffs and 
defendan ts are  preparing  fo r battle in the 
U nited S ta tes C ourt o f A ppeals fo r the 
T hird C ircu it, in Philadelphia. W hereas 
the N ew  Jersey  D istric t C ourt has ju ris­
diction only in th a t s ta te , the T hird  C ir­
cu it has ju risd ic tion  th roughou t Penn­
sylvania, D elaw are, N ew  Je rsey , and the 
Virgin Islands. The d e fen d an ts ’ stra tegy  
is to  seek reversa l o f Judge M eano r’s

ban on TM . If successfu l, they  w ould 
re institu te  TM  in N ew  Jersey  public 
schools and elsew here.

T he C oalition fo r Religious In tegrity  
looks favorab ly  upon  the appeal. A c­
cording to  Jo seph  Duffy, a  C RI plaintiff 
and spokesm an , “ T he appeal gives us an 
opportun ity  to  see the original judicial 
opinion upheld by a  higher cou rt. If this 
happens, the ju risd iction  o f the legal 
opinion w ould be broadened . TM  w ould 
then be banned from  public schools 
th roughout the E astern  D istrict o f the 
U nited S ta tes. E ven tually , th is law suit 
could reach  the U .S . Suprem e C ourt, 
w here TM  could be banned [from public 
schools) throughout the entire coun try . 
We eagerly  envision  this poss ib ility .”

But C R I, too , is having problem s. A c­
cording to  D uffy, “ E ven though the 
credibility  o f ou r undertaking has been 
proven , the C oalition has had difficulty 
raising funds to  pay our expenses. We 
a re n ’t as w ealthy  as the TM  m ovem ent, 
w hich collects approx im ately  $20 million 
annually  from  its activ ities. C urren tly , 
we h av en ’t paid off ou r ou tstand ing  deb t 
left from  the federa l court ac tion . W e are 
not financially capable of continu ing  the 
law suit unless we receive nationw ide fi­
nancial su p p o r t.”

Duffy appealed  fo r all A m ericans in­
terested  in m aintaining chu rch -sta te  sep ­
aration  to  unite w ith C RI to b lock the 
spread o f a H indu religion th rough  public 
schools.

[C ontributions, w hich are tax  deducti­
ble, m ay be sent to  the C oalition  fo r 
Religious In teg rity , P.O . Box 75, M a­
plew ood, N ew  Jersey  07040.— E ds.] □
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With millions 
of dollars of stoke, 
the TM movement 
is contesting 
its designation os 
a "thinly disguised 
Hindu religion."
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CLOUDED 
FUTURE—Mrs. 
EgorofT with six of her 
eleven children. The 
Egoroffs, who 
encountered legal 
difficulties because of 
failure to send 
14-year-old Anna to 
school, are one of 
3,000 families of Old 
Believers who till the 
rich Willamette Valley 
near Salem, Oregon.

"For the 
Children"

By C onnie H offerber

For 400 years tha t has been the cry 
and the prom ise of an adam antly  
religious and fiercely independent group 

of R ussians in their se lf-enforced  exodus 
across fo u r con tinen ts .

It was fo r the children and  the p reser­
vation o f the R ussian Staroveri, o r Old 
B eliever, w ays tha t the believers left 
their hom eland in the seven teen th  cen­
tu ry , fled C hina in the 1940’s w hen the 
C om m unists cam e to  pow er, and  finally 
settled in the U nited S tates during the 
past decade.

And it is fo r the children th a t an  O re­
gon Old B eliever fam ily b raved  the 
th rea ts o f jail earlier this year, sold their 
eleven-year-old cauliflow er fa rm , and 
m oved to  a d ifferent school d is tric t in 
search  o f an educational system  that 
would respect the ir religious beliefs.

A rtem y and N atalia Egoroff and their 
eleven children are am ong 3,000 fam ilies 
of Old B elievers w ho till the  rich W il­
lam ette V alley near Salem , grow ing 
hops, berries, and vegetables.

W h en  1 4 -y ea r-o ld  A n n a  EgorofT 
stopped  a ttend ing  sixth grade in the 
small N inety-O ne E lem entary  School 
near H ubbard , O regon, in the spring of 
1977, school authorities reported  th is to 
the sta te . But the school year ended  be­
fore action  w as taken . W hen she did not 
return  last fall, despite  repea ted  letters 
to  her hom e, M rs. E goroff w as sum ­
m oned to  Judge R obert M ulvey’s d istric t 
court in C lackam as C ounty .

Q uietly defiant, the couple refused  to 
force their children to a ttend  school, 
w here they  w ere taught sex  education  
and the theory  of evolution  in direct 
conflict w ith their religious beliefs. The 
E g o ro ffs  a lso  f e a r e d  th a t  A m e ric a n  
m orals and w ays w ere enticing their 
children from  their spiritual heritage.

This is the sto ry  of the EgorofT’s fight 
w ith the O regon school and  legal system , 
but the roo ts o f the conflict go back to 
1654 in R ussia. It was then  that the R us­
sian  O r th o d o x  P a tr ia rc h  N ik o n  a t ­
tem pted to bring G reek O rthodox  cus­
tom s into the liturgy of the church . 
Though relatively  m inor, the changes 
(m aking the sign of the cross w ith th ree , 
ra ther than  tw o, fingers, saying alleluia

th ree , ra th er th an  tw o , tim es follow ing a 
p rayer, and the p rie s t’s circling the cross 
w ith, ra th e r than  against, the  su n ’s path) 
brought vehem ent d issen t from  the be­
lievers.

M ore than  12 million R ussians w ho 
refused  to  accep t the changes w ere put 
to d ea th ; an o th e r 20,000 chose  self-im ­
m olation inside their chu rches . T hose 
w ho fled persecu tion  isolated them selves 
in far-flung co rners o f the coun try , 
w here, su rrounded  by icons, custom s, 
and liturgy, they  kept the fa ith  ‘‘fo r the 
c h ild ren .”

A s g o v e r n m e n t s  c h a n g e d ,  th e  
E goro ff’s an cesto rs  m oved to  C hina, to 
H ong K ong, to  A ustralia  and T urkey , to  
Brazil, and finally to  the U nited  S tates. 
W ithin the past few  years som e groups 
have sought even  m ore isolation in re­
m ote a reas o f A laska and C anada.

F o r the E goroffs the W illam ette Val­
ley of O regon w as tou ted  as a prom ised 
land by  the T olstoy  F oundation  in Cali­
fo rn ia , w hich sponsored  their m ove from  
B razil e leven  years ago.

N ow  A rtem y and N atalia are not sure 
it is. Explains Vasily Efim off, N a ta lia 's  
younger b ro ther, ‘‘O ur people fled from  
R ussia and then  from  C hina to  escape 
religious h arassm en t. In Brazil no one 
bo thered  us. But w hen we m oved to  this 
co u n try , w here p racticing our ow n reli­
gion w as supposed  to  be p ro tec ted , we 
are hassled.

“ W e prom ised never to  ask  fo r gov­
ernm ent ass istance . N one of ou r people 
have gone on w elfare . W e take care  of 
ou rse lves. We obey  the law s. N ow  they 
th rea ten  to  put my sister in ja i l .”

Vasily is one o f the few  adult R ussians 
w ho have learned English. He has gone 
to college in an effort to  bridge the cul­
tural gap in the W illam ette V alley com ­
m unities, w here the population  is di­
vided betw een  R ussian , A m erican-born , 
and M exican. M ost R ussian fam ilies mix 
as little as possible w ith their A m erican 
neighbors. Religious laws p reven t them

C onnie H offerber writes fo r  The O rego­
nian, Portland, Oregon.
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LABOR ETHIC—Kolya, 9, helps his father gather blackberry cuttings,

from  eating off the sam e plates as non- 
O rthodox . The language barrie r keeps 
the adu lts ap a rt, but even  the ch ild ren , 
w ho have learned English in school, play 
apart from  their A m erican classm ates.

T h e ir  n in e te e n th - c e n tu ry  R u ss ia n  
d ress im m ediately segregates them . The 
m en ’s long beards, w hich are  never 
shaved , the w om en’s braided hair, w hich 
is kept covered  in public so as not to 
a rouse  lust in m en, the brilliantly  dyed 
m en ’s tun ics and the flow ered sk irts  and 
ap rons o f the w om en, m ake them  ch ar­
ac te rs in a Boris Pasternak  novel.

The R ussian reserve  is partly  the re­
sult o f cen tu ries o f physical and m ental 
separation  from  potential persecu tion . 
But it is also  a m eans o f defending their 
children  from  the incip ient erosion  o f 
their w ays by the A m erican cu ltu re .

“ T he cars , the loose m orals, the lack 
of d iscipline in the schoo ls— all m ake the 
children  look dow n on R ussian w ays. 
W hen they  com e hom e from  school, 
their paren ts c a n ’t contro l th e m ,”  said 
Efim off.

“ I know . I w as a te a c h e r’s aide in the 
W oodburn  schools fo r six years . I know  
how  poor the discipline is and how  poor 
the attitudes o f the s tuden ts  are . The 
in s truc to rs  teach the kids tha t there  is no 
right o r w rong; that w hatever you th ink, 
is r ig h t.”

M rs. Egoroff, w ho is 31, did not m en­
tion religious reasons fo r not sending 
A nna to  school w hen she pleaded guilty 
to  th e  charge last January . She said only

that A nna w as needed at hom e to help 
w ith fou r ch ild ren , including a th ree- 
m onth-old baby. “ A nna did not w ant to  
go to  sc h o o l,"  her m other said , “ and she 
has th rea tened  to  run aw ay  if fo rced  to .”  

M rs. Egoroff hoped , by pleading guilty 
and w aiving her right to  an a tto rn ey , that 
the judge w ould lecture  her a bit, fine 
her, and then  let her fam ily re tu rn  to  
anonym ity .

On the day o f her sentencing  in F eb­
ruary  of 1978, the som ber courtroom  
w as aw ash w ith co lor w hen all th irteen  
m em bers o f the fam ily filed in w ith rela­
tives, television cam eras, repo rte rs , and 
pho tographers. But the R ussian faces 
w ere grim as M rs. Egoroff, holding her 
baby , stood befo re the judge fo r the 
second  tim e.

Speaking fo r his sister, w ho does not 
speak English, V asily told Judge M ulvey 
that it w as the teach ing  o f sex education  
and evolution  that kept Ivan , 13, A nna, 
14, and Mihail, 15, from  school.

“ T he paren ts oppose sex-education  
c lasses. T hey d o n ’t w ant their children 
to  be exposed  to  that until they  are m ar­
r ie d ,”  he said.

“ T he tw o o lder boys have not been 
going to  school because they  already 
have begun to  look dow n on the R ussian 
life sty le . T heir paren ts do not think the 
A m erican school system  is doing their 
children  any g o o d .”

O regon law gives little leew ay fo r 
special treatm en t o f s tuden ts. A super­
in tendent m ay excuse  a studen t fo r ex ­

tenuating  circum stances only if he has 
com pleted  the eighth grade. O ther ex ­
em ptions are  few — if a child is m ore than 
16 and em ployed , if he can pass tw elfth - 
grade w ork , if he is too  disabled  o r sick 
to  a ttend  c lass, o r if he lives too  fa r from  
a school w ithout bus serv ice.

A nna, w ho is now  in the seven th  
g rade, fit none of the categories.

A ddressing M rs. Egoroff, Judge M ul­
vey said, “ T ry to  get along w ith the laws 
in the coun try  to  w hich you cam e volun­
tarily and w ith high hopes. Y ou m ay not 
think A m erican education  is the best 
thing. But your child ren  are  going to 
grow  up and live and w ork in A m erica. 
T hey are going to  have to  learn to  live 
w ith A m ericans.”

T hen , as M rs. Egoroff w ept qu ietly , he 
sen tenced  her to  spend one day in jail fo r 
every  day any  o f her seven  school-aged 
children did not a ttend  c lass, up to  th irty  
days m axim um . T he sen tence  w as su s­
pended, but w as to be served if the ch il­
dren  d id n ’t re tu rn  to  school.

R e g u la r  a t te n d a n c e  is ra r e  in  th e  
N inety-O ne E lem en tary  School, w here 
one third o f the 350 studen ts are  R us­
sian. The studen ts are excused  fo r at 
least th irty-eight religious holidays a 
y e a r . D u rin g  h a rv e s t  a n d  f r e q u e n t  
w eek-long w edding ce leb ra tions, school 
ranks low on the list o f things to  do.

T he superin tenden t o f the school, 
Floyd L app, w as afra id  tha t if A n n a’s 
truancy  w as ignored, o th er studen ts 
would follow  her exam ple. “ She is
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HARD-WORKING 
FATHER—Artemy 
Egoroff fertilizes 
pasture on his farm. 
Unlike the Amish, the 
Old Believers use 
modern equipment.
Mr. Egoroff is 
fertilizing by hand only 
because his spreader 
had broken that 
morning.
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TRADITIONAL 
GARB—Kolya wears a 

traditional Russian 
shirt with 

hand-embroidered 
collar.

DRIVER 
EDUCATION—Mike 
Egoroff, 16, drives a 

tractor as skillfully as 
most teen-agers handle 

the family car. Because 
of the education 
controversy, the 

Egoroffs sold their 
cauliflower farm near 
Woodburn. They now 

live on a five-acre farm 
at Monitor, a tiny 

community five miles 
northeast of Mount 

Angel.

22



m erely a child ou t o f hand. She told me, 
‘W hy should I go to  school w hen my 
friends in W oodburn  d o n ’t? ’ W e try  to  
run a hard line h e re ,”  he said.

“ A ctually , if th ere  w as a  p rovision in 
the law  to  let me re lease  her, I w ould. 
She is very  capable in sch o o l.”

A cross the co u n ty  line in the W ood­
burn  School D istric t, superin tenden t 
Jens R obinson has a  d ifferent a ttitude . 
“ A nna told me she believed she w ould 
go to  hell if she w ent back  to  school. 
T his is very  serious to  her. I have never 
used the truancy  law s against a R ussian  
s tu d e n t,”  he said. H is R ussian  liaison 
staff spends m uch tim e w ith studen ts and 
fam ilies, seeking to  conv ince them  o f the 
need  fo r education .

M any of the R ussian  children  m arry at 
13 o r 14, and ca ree r goals have trad i­
tionally  been  lim ited to  farm ing or fa c ­
to ry  w ork. M any stu d en ts , though re­
quired by law to  a tten d  c lass, never 
m ake it to  high school. “ T hey slip be­
tw een the c rack s in th e  tr a n s fe r ,”  ex ­
p lained one high school principal.

T he w eek fo llow ing the sentencing , 
the E goroffs m oved to  their p a ren ts ' 
hom e in W oodburn  in an  a ttem p t to 
escape  both  M ulvey’s sen tence  and  ju ­
risd iction  of the C lackam as school d is­
tric t. H ow ever, since th e  case originated 
in C lackam as C oun ty , w here the fam ily 
lived w ould no t m atter.

A fter a m onth  o f checking  and docu ­
m enting the tru an cy  o f the o ldest chil­
d ren , signing affidavits, and  issuing and 
serving w arran ts , the officials called 
M rs. Egoroff back  in to  cou rt to  show  
cause  w hy she should  no t be jailed fo r 
th irty  days. A ccom panied  by A ttorney  
T errance  M cC auley , M rs. Egoroff asked 
the cou rt to  allow  her th irty  m ore days to 
begin teach ing  her o ldest children  at 
hom e.

O regon law allow s paren ts to  teach  
their ow n ch ild ren  if the local school 
superin tenden t ap p ro v es . T he child m ust 
pass yearly  school exam inations in o rder 
to  rem ain  in p rivate  tu telage.

M c C a u le y  to ld  th e  c o u r t ,  “ T h e  
paren ts have tried  to  send  their children  
to  school. T hey  have even  taken  them  to 
school personally , bu t the children  have 
refused  to  go. T he ch ild ren , w ho are

intelligent and reasonab le  people w ith 
their ow n sense of free  will and  cultural 
sen tim en t, refuse  to  a ttend  school be­
cause they  agree w ith their p a re n ts ’ b e ­
lie fs .”

Replied Judge M ulvey, “ D oes the 14- 
year-old run the fam ily? D oes she tell 
her paren ts w hat they  will do? D oes she 
w ant her m other in jail ra ther than  go to  
schoo l?”

T hen , a fte r a pause he said , “ I will 
continue the case  fo r one m onth . I w ant 
those children  in school by tha t tim e, o r 
M rs. Egoroff will go to  ja il .”  (The 63- 
year-old judge died  of a stroke  June 23, 
ju s t tw o m onths a fte r  the trial and three 
w eeks a fte r he w as defea ted  fo r ree lec­
tion by a 37-year-old deputy  d is tric t a t­
to rney .)

T h e  p u b lic ity  th e  tr ia l re c e iv e d  
brought le tters and telephone calls from  
people th roughout the a rea  w ho w ere 
teaching their ch ild ren  at hom e, offering 
support and help.

It also caught the atten tion  o f the Old 
B eliever com m unity , but ra th er than  
supporting  their com patrio ts, a  group of 
church  adv isors called a p ress co n fe r­
ence in April to  express the ir united 
support o f public education . T hough 
they  denounced  the lack o f d iscip line in 
the schools and  the teaching o f evolution  
and sex education , they  told the local 
press that they  could not support the 
E goro ffs’ keeping their ch ildren  ou t o f 
school.

“ W e believe now , as we did upon 
com ing into this coun try , th a t there  are 
no conflicts betw een  the U nited  S tates 
C onstitu tion  and our religious b e lie fs ,”  
said M acario Z eniuhin , an adv iso r to  the 
com m unity.

By the tim e the Egoroffs had m oved to 
a new  farm  w ithin the M onitor School 
D istrict outside W oodburn , the ir p rob­
lem appeared  to  be solved. S uperin tend ­
en t S tephen  C apu to  was willing to  allow  
the E goroffs’ o lder children  to  a ttend  
only half-day sessions and to  skip sex- 
education  classes and those that dealt 
w ith evolution .

In A pril, fo u r m onths a fte r the con ­
troversy  began and a year a f te r  A nna 
had dropped ou t of school, she w ent 
back to  class. □

DETERMINED 
GIRL—Anna refused 
to attend school 
because classes 
included the 
evolutionary theory 
and sex education, 
which conflicted with 
her religious beliefs.
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"At best, the general theory of evolution is o scientific paradigm 
with little observational or predictive value."

(Continued from  page 3)

defined con d itio n s .2 S cience a t its best is 
in th is p red ictive a rea . Science is som e­
tim es also  defined as a  descrip tion  of 
observed  fac ts . T he general theo ry  of 
evo lu tion  fails to  qualify  fo r e ither defi­
nition . If one argues th a t science p ro ­
vides pred ictive exp lana tions, the gen­
eral theo ry  o f evo lu tion  does no t qualify . 
N o  evo lu tion ist can  validly p red ict the 
m ajo r evo lu tionary  changes th a t should 
take p lace in the nex t billion y ears ; the 
p rocess envisioned  is too  com plex  and 
the m echanism s fo r change too  un­
know n. A few  evo lu tionary  biologists 
have a ttem p ted  to  show  th a t evolution  
can  p red ic t;3 how ever, the ir a ttem p ts 
deal w ith the special theo ry  o f evo lu tion  
(m icroevolu tion), abou t w hich bo th  c re ­
ation is ts  and evo lu tion ists agree.

If it is agreed tha t science describes 
observed  fac ts , then , o f cou rse , the gen­
eral theo ry  of evolu tion  fails again, b e ­
cause no one has observed  life o rig inat­
ing spon taneously  o r one m ajor type  of 
organism  changing in to  ano ther. Science 
is no t very  useful in the analysis o f 
unique past even ts . A t b est, the  general 
th eo ry  of evolu tion  is a scientific p ara ­
digm w ith little observationa l o r p red ic­
tive value. T herefo re  it does no t w arran t 
being p resen ted  as the only possib le idea 
of origins.

T he creation  m odel does no t fare 
m uch b e tte r than  the general theo ry  of 
evolution  w hen it com es to observational 
and p red ictive qualities. O ur ideas re ­
garding origins m ust res t largely on indi­
rec t ev idence.

P robably  the m ost serious inadequacy 
of the general theo ry  of evolution  is in 
regard  to  the origin o f life. E vo lu tion ists , 
w ho norm ally m aintain a high degree of 
ob jec tiv ity  and are unw illing to  accep t 
da ta  th a t a re  not repeatab le  19 ou t o f 20 
o r 99 ou t o f 100 tim es, abandon  their 
norm al standard  fo r scientific w ork and 
re so rt to  highly im probable even ts . Im ­
probabilities in excess o f one chance out 
o f very  large num bers consisting  of 
hund reds to  thousands of digits have to  
b e  c o n s id e r e d .4 A s th e  e v o lu t io n is t  
W a ld 5 aptly  pu ts it: “ O ne has only to 
con tem pla te  the m agnitude of the task  to  
concede that the spon taneous generation  
o f  a living organism  is im possible. Yet 
here  we are— as the resu lt, I believe, o f 
spon taneous g en e ra tio n .”  This is not 
good sc ience, and such speculations

should not claim  exclusive rights to  the 
m inds o f public-school children.

Should one assum e that som ehow  life 
did arise spon taneously  on th is ea rth , 
evo lu tion ists m ust then  try to  explain 
how  com plex form s o f life have evolved 
from  sim ple ones. U sually  the principle 
o f natural selection  by survival o f the 
fittest is assum ed to  provide the neces­
sary m echanism . T his concept p resen ts 
serious p roblem s. It canno t be evaluated  
w hen applied to  the general theo ry  of 
evolu tion . H ere it lacks observationa l or 
pred ictive confirm ation. It does not p ro ­
vide fo r the survival o f the m any aw k­
w ard in term ed ia te  stages tha t w ould 
o ccu r in the developm ent o f com plex 
system s. As G ould6 points ou t: “ O f 
w hat possible use are the im perfect in­
cip ient stages o f useful s truc tu res?  W hat 
good is . . . half a  w ing?”  C om petition  
w ould tend  to  elim inate inep t stages. The 
sam e difficulty occu rs in the develop­
m ent o f com plex biochem ical pathw ays.

A nother problem  is that the 3 billion 
years assum ed fo r the presence  o f life on 
earth  is inadequa te  fo r the im probable 
even ts evolution  postu lates. In the book 
M athem atica l Challenges to the N eo- 
D arw inian Interpretation o f  E vo lu tion , 
E d e n 7 points ou t th a t if the bacterium  
E scherichia coli w ere spread over the 
earth  in a layer tw o cen tim eters th ick  fo r 
5 billion years , one would expect tw o of 
its genes to be m oved from  the random  
position  w here they  evolved in to  the 
o rder (of use) now observed . T his 5- 
b illion-year period  does not allow  time 
fo r the evolution  of the genes, a much 
m ore com plex p rocess, nor does it allow 
fo r  th e  o rd e r in g  o f  lo n g e r  g e n e  s e ­
quences. N either is there  space on  earth  
fo r the evolution  of hundreds of thou ­
sands o f o th er organism s. L ikew ise an 
analysis o f ra tes  o f change assum ed 
from  observed  fossil sequences8 show s 
them  to be too  slow to account fo r the 
d iversity  of life found  on earth . In con ­
sidering som e of the im probabilities 
e v o lu t io n  f a c e s ,  th e  m a th e m a tic ia n  
S ch ü tzen b e rg er9 has aptly  sta ted : “ We 
believe tha t there is a  considerable gap in 
the neo-D arw inian [the presen t] theory  
o f evo lu tion , and we believe the gap to 
be o f such a na tu re  that it cannot be 
bridged within the cu rren t conception  of 
b io logy .”

The record  of life left by fossils in the

sedim ents should give us a  clue as to  
w hether the general theo ry  o f evolution  
is good sc ien ce .10 T his reco rd  fails to  
p ro v id e  th e  in te rm e d ia te s  b e tw e e n  
basic kinds o f organism s th a t th e  general 
theory  of evolution  leads us to  expec t. 
The very few  in term ediates described  by 
evolu tionary  sc ien tists a re  inadequa te . 
The problem  is well recognized by lead­
ing evolu tionary  pa leon to log ists11 w ho 
have spen t m uch tim e try ing  to  explain 
these  g a p s .12 On the o th er hand , the 
c reation  m odel p red ic ts the absen ce  of 
the in term ediates as found . If evo lu tion  
had taken  p lace , one w ould ex p ec t a 
m ore-or-less con tinuous sequen ce  of 
fossils from  sim ple to  com plex . The 
usual explanation  tha t their ab sence  is 
because o f lack o f p reservation  fails, 
since m any billions of fossils a re  well 
preserved . T o be valid, th is exp lana tion  
would require  tha t p reservation  occur 
only w hen evolu tion  betw een  m ajor 
g roups is not going on! A no ther exp la ­
n a tio n  is th a t  m a jo r  e v o lu t io n a r y  
changes occu r rapidly , thus reducing  the 
chance of p reservation . T his a lternative  
also fails since, as poin ted  ou t above, the 
tim e allow ed fo r evolution  is fa r  too 
short even on a con tinuous basis, let 
alone w hen com pressed  in to  sh o rte r tim e 
periods. Should a very fo rtu ito u s set of 
acciden ts p roduce a new  m ajo r type o f 
organism , M erre ll13 points o u t, in “ sex ­
ually reproducing  species this lone indi­
vidual o f the new  o rder becom es a voice 
in the w ilderness, seeking its m ate, 
w hich does no t ex is t, and  hence the 
o rder tha t orig inated  a t one step  be­
com es ex tinc t in one s te p .”

Probably there is no m odern  theory  
tha t com m ands such confidence on the 
basis o f so little ev idence as the general 
theory  o f ev o lu tio n .14 It is tim e that 
those w ho prom ote it recognize the ina­
bility o f science to  provide a  w orkable  
m odel, let alone to au then tica te  it. N o 
am ount o f c lever argum entation  or ap ­
peal to  au tho rity  can disguise the p rob ­
lem s. S ince presen t laws of physics and 
chem istry  strongly negate the evo lu tion ­
ary  scenario  o f spon taneous generation  
and developm ent o f com plex life, the 
concep t o f a designer as p roposed  by the 
creation  m odel appears all the m ore 
p lausible, and evo lu tion ists should  not 
dem and exclusive rights in academ ic in­
quiry and instruction . T his brings me to
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"The 3 billion years assumed for the presence of life on earth is inadequate 
for the improbable events evolution postulates."

my second  point.

II. Scientists Should Be Open to Various 
Ideas About Origins. Science seeks to 
explain  the o bserva tions found  in the 
w orld o f na tu re . If  science  is the open 
search  fo r tru th  th a t it should be, it can­
no t say tha t the un iverse  has no C reato r 
until it can  provide adequa te  dem onstra­
tion thereo f. It is understandab le  tha t 
sc ien tists  should try  to  explain ev ery ­
thing on a natu ra listic  basis , since this is 
the m ode o f scientific though t, bu t be­
cause th is is a lim ited ou tlook  it should 
m ake the scien tist particu larly  cau tious 
a b o u t h is  c o n c lu s io n s .  E v o lu t io n  is 
p robably  the best a lte rna tive  fo r origins 
one can com e up w ith  if one w ants to 
exclude arb itra rily  the possib ility  o f a 
designer. B ut w hen the m odel is beset 
w ith such difficulties and lim itations, 
evo lu tion ists should adm it the possibility 
o f a lte rnative  exp lana tions or at least not 
claim  that their theo ry  alone provides an 
adequate  view  o f origins.

T he im portan t fa c to r in science is not 
w here a p articu lar exp lana tion  com es 
from , bu t how  well the exp lana tion  fits 
the fac ts . Science does no t re jec t the 
principle o f buoyancy  enuncia ted  by A r­
ch im edes because  its d iscovery  can be 
associa ted  w ith such unscientific activ i­
ties as bath ing and  plum bing. L ikew ise, 
the idea of crea tion  should not be re ­
jec ted  because  it can  be associated  w ith 
religion; ra th e r, it should be judged by 
how  well it can  be fitted to  the know n 
fac ts. W hen the foundations of m odern 
science w ere laid , scientific thought did 
not exclude crea tion . A num ber o f the 
p ioneers o f m odern  science— N ew ton , 
R ay , L innaeus, L eibn iz , A gassiz, fo r 
exam ple— believed in an origin by a 
C reato r. H ence exclusion  of the idea of 
c rea tion  does no t seem  to be a requ ire ­
m ent fo r good sc ien ce .15 C reation is ts do 
not see a conflict betw een  science and 
the idea o f a C rea to r, since this C reato r 
is the one w ho estab lished  nature  and  the 
o rder and consistency  therein  that m akes 
science possible.

H ow  m any o f to d a y ’s sc ien tists  are 
c rea tion is ts?  Such figures are no t avail­
able. T he C reation  R esearch  Society  has 
abou t th ree  hund red  m em bers w ho hold 
advanced  degrees in the sc ien ces ;16 no 
doub t m any sc ien tists  w ho believe in 
creation  are not m em bers o f this society .

T he evolu tion ist O lso n 17 po in ts ou t tha t 
the num ber of biologists form ing a “ si­
lent g roup”  who disagree w ith evolution  
is “ not in considerab le .”

Also o f in terest is a  1966 survey  of 
m ore than  th ree  hundred  Ind iana sec­
ondary  school biology teachers  tha t 
show ed tha t less than  one half o f these 
teachers considered  evolution  to  be a 
fac t and about half o f them  thought tha t 
evolution  should be presen ted  as one o f 
several a lte rn a tiv es .18

Som e evolu tion ists feel tha t the c re ­
ation  concep t has long been disproved  
by science and  is no longer w orthy  of 
serious consideration . T his position  is 
difficult to  defend , because  as new  in ­
form ation com es fo rth , d iscarded  ideas 
can again becom e the best scientific ex ­
planation . Science o ften  reverses itself. 
F or in stance , during the eigh teen th  cen ­
tu ry , experim ents dem onstrating  how 
life could arise spon taneously  w ere de­
scribed. L a te r these  ideas w ere d is­
carded  as a result o f the w ork of Pasteur 
and o thers. N ow  a num ber o f evo lu tion ­
ists are devoting  m uch effort in a ttem pts 
to  show  again how  life could arise spon­
taneously!

T here is ano ther reason  w hy som e 
scien tists are giving c redence  to  the idea 
o f creation . D uring the past cen tu ry , 
while the battle betw een  creation  and 
evolution  has been m ost in tense , there  
has been persisten t d issa tisfac tion  w ith 
purely naturalistic ex p lan a tio n s .19 M an’s 
consciousness , concern , m orality , vi­
sion, and sense of du ty  and purpose 
seem  to be a little too  m uch to a ttribu te  
to  the acciden tal co llocation  of atom s. 
T here is a suspicion tha t reality  is m ore 
than  the general theory  o f evolution  
proposes, and in fac t c reation  proposes 
that there  is m ore. T o condense all rea l­
ity to  our p resen t level o f understand ing  
w ould seem  neither reasonable  no r a 
wise approach  to  exploring e ither m an­
k ind’s heritage or destiny . As H uston  
Sm ith20 w rites: “ In envisioning the w ay 
things are , there  is no b e tte r place to  
begin than  w ith m odern science. Equally  
there is no w orse place to  e n d .”

III. Teaching Creation in Public Schools 
May Be Done Constitutionally. Som e are 
concerned  tha t teaching creation  in pub­
lic schools m eans governm ent estab lish ­
ing religion, w hich is proscribed  by law.

My thesis is th a t learn ing abou t the c re ­
ation  v iew point and its re la tionsh ip  on a 
scientific basis w ith the evolu tion  v iew ­
point is no t the sam e as establish ing reli­
gion. T here  is a d ifference betw een  
com m unication  and  in d o c trina tion ,21 be­
tw een  know ledge o f fac ts  and the com ­
m itm ent o f religion. C om m unicating  the 
idea of crea tion  does no t estab lish  a  reli­
gion. A person  does no t have to  engage 
in religious activ ity  o r belong to  a church  
in o rder to  study  abou t it. On the o ther 
hand , it w ould be constitu tionally  and 
m orally w rong to in troduce religion in 
the public schools under the guise of 
crea tion . I do support ob jec tive  evalua­
tion of crea tion , and  evolution— along 
w ith o ther generally  accep ted  ideas of 
origins!

T he F irst A m endm ent to  the U .S. 
C onstitu tion  fo rb ids governm ent e s tab ­
lishing religion, as well as in terfering  
w ith its free  exerc ise . T his principle 
m a n d a te s  p u b lic  s c h o o l n e u tr a l i ty  
tow ard  religion, thus forbidding any  pub­
lic school opposition  to  religion. The 
C onstitu tion  is not antirelig ious. The 
U nited S tates Suprem e C ourt has ruled 
that public schools can  accom m odate  
even  religion w ithin lim its .22 In the 
Z orach case23 a program  perm itting 
public schools to  release s tuden ts  during 
school tim e to  a ttend  religious courses 
off cam pus w as upheld . S tudy o f religion 
is perm itted  in public school itself so 
long as it is p resen ted  “ o b jec tiv e ly .”  24 
T hus it is com m on practice  to  teach  
abou t a  varie ty  of religious topics in 
public schools. To teach  about even the 
religious concep ts o f creation  w ould no 
m ore estab lish  religion, in term s of the 
F irst A m endm ent, than  to  teach  about 
the o ther religious top ics.

T eaching the general theo ry  o f evolu­
tion as the only accep tab le  idea of ori­
gins appears  to  be con trary  to  the C on­
stitu tion  in that in effect it is teaching the 
absence  o f G od. T hus the state  is sanc­
tioning a p rac tice  hostile to  the free  ex ­
ercise  of religion. Suprem e C ourt Justice  
C lark25 has w arned: “ T he s ta te  m ay not 
establish  a  ‘religion o f secu larism ’ in the 
sense of affirm atively opposing o r show ­
ing hostility  to  religion, thus ‘preferring  
those w ho believe in no religion over 
those  w ho do be liev e .’ ”  W hich in tro­
duces the last point in my argum enta­
tion.
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"The idea of creation should not be rejected because it can 
be associated with religion; rather, it should be judged by how well 

it con be fitted to the known facts."

IV. In Our Pluralistic Society, Fairness 
and Commitment to Academic Freedom 
Demand That Alternative Ideas of Origins 
Be Taught. It appears tha t a m ajority  o f 
the citizenry  p refers tha t both  evolution  
and crea tion  be p resen ted  in the public 
schools. Public opinion polls can  be de­
ceiving and influenced by m any inap- 
paren t fac to rs . B ecause of lack o f p re ­
cise definition o f te rm s, the resu lts  
reported  below  are  probably  no t free  o f 
the influence o f com prom ised  v iew s ,1 
but the resu lts  a re  so d istinctive tha t they  
c a r r y  so m e  m e a n in g . In  D el N o r te  
C oun ty , C aliforn ia , a public survey  in 
1973 of 1,518 individuals indicated  that 
89 percen t w anted  crea tion  taught in the 
public schools and 58 percen t w anted  
evolution  taught. O f this sam e group , 34 
percen t did not w ant evo lu tion  taught 
and 8 percen t did not w ant creation  
tau g h t.26 A 1974 survey  o f 1,995 resi­
den ts o f the C upertino  U nion School 
D istric t, the largest e lem en tary  school 
d is tric t in C alifo rn ia , indicates th a t 84.3 
percen t thought th a t both  “ evolution  and 
creation  th e o ry ”  should be taught. W hen 
the responden ts w ere asked  abou t their 
personal conv ic tions, 23.3 percen t be­
lieved in evo lu tion , 44.3 percen t believed 
in crea tion , and 32.4 percen t w ere un ­
convinced either w ay .21 A recen t ran ­
dom  telephone su rvey  of abou t 2,500 
individuals m ainly in the M idw estern  
s ta tes indicates tha t 7 ou t o f 10 persons 
queried  w anted both  evo lu tion  and c re ­
ation taught. A bout half as m any w anted 
only evolution  taught as w anted  only 
creation  tau g h t.28 I subm it tha t the great 
A m erican principle o f governm ent by 
the people should no t be d iscarded .

A nother fa c to r in my fa irness argu­
m e n t is f a i r n e s s  to  p a re n ts .  U n ite d  
S ta tes citizens rep resen t a d iverse  group 
w ith a  wide range of religious and /o r 
philosophical beliefs. C onfidence in 
these beliefs is influenced by the ed u ca­
tional p rocess to  w hich the public is ex ­
posed . T o suggest tha t certa in  beliefs 
held by a significant p roportion  of the 
c itizen ry  should not be p resen ted  in the 
schoo ls, while only com peting ideas are 
allow ed to flourish, does not seem  fair.

T he principles o f A m ericanism  give 
recognition  to  the rights o f m inorities as 
is enuncia ted  in the F o u rteen th  A m end­
m ent and as has been am ply  supported  
by m any recen t co u rt cases. W hen only

evolution  is taugh t, the rights o f c re ­
a tion is ts are  denied . W hen a  crea tion ist 
paren t teaches his o r her child tha t c re ­
a tion  is tru e , while this child  is required  
to  go to a school w here evo lu tion  is 
p resen ted  as the only explana tion  o f ori­
g ins, a  serious conflict develops. A 
ch ild ’s confidence in his paren ts m ay be 
com prom ised w hen au thority  figures 
deride the p a ren ts ’ religious beliefs. Is it 
p roper th a t the general theo ry  o f evolu­
tion be taught exclusively  while creation  
is denied  a  hearing? F airness to  our 
p luralistic  society  dem ands tha t creation  
also  be p re sen ted .29

The final fa c to r in my fa irness argu­
m ent is academ ic freedom . T he in tellec­
tual com m unity  prides itself in th is com ­
m o d ity , w h ic h  is o f te n  je a lo u s ly  
guarded . T o no t allow  the teach ing  of 
c rea tion  is a restric tion  of academ ic 
freedom . Part o f the problem  is that 
evo lu tion ists believe them selves to  be 
the  au tho rity  regarding the question  of 
origins. T hey  hold tha t con ten ts  o f tex t­
books and curriculum  should not be left 
up to  the public o r legislative bodies, but 
to  those w ith “ qualified professional 
ju d g m en t.” 30 H ow ever, w hen the gen­
eral theo ry  of evolution  fails to  m eet the 
c riteria  o f good science, as pointed out 
above, the “ qualified p ro fessio n a ls”  
need to  reevaluate  the ir c la im s.31 To 
suppress ideas is detrim ental to  aca ­
dem ic freedom  and  to the tru th-gathering  
p rocess. O f in te rest is the study  by 
B liss32 tha t show s tha t studen ts learn 
m ore about evolution  if it is p resen ted  
along w ith crea tion  ra th e r than  alone.

If evo lu tion ists w ant to  teach  only 
e v o lu t io n ,  it w o u ld  se e m  th a t  th e y  
should form  their ow n schools, as som e 
churches have done. T hey should not 
use public schools fo r such exclusive 
purposes and expec t the A m erican tax ­
payer to  pay the bill. On the neutral 
ground o f the public schools, various 
ideas should be p resen ted  and  left to 
endure o r perish as their m erit w arran ts. 
T hat w ould be academ ic freedom .

Conclusions. Since the general theo ry  of 
evolution  has serious scientific problem s 
and since m any A m ericans in the in terest 
o f fa irness w ant creation  taught in public 
schools, I w ould suggest that various 
ideas o f o rig ins, including both  creation  
and evolu tion , be p resen ted . Religion

sh o u ld  n o t be  in t ro d u c e d  in to  th e  
c lassroom  under the guise o f a crea tion  
m odel any m ore than the general theo ry  
of evolution  should be in troduced  under 
the guise o f dem onstra ted  sc ience . L et 
the fac ts  and various in te rp re ta tions be 
p resen ted , and  let the studen t have fre e ­
dom  to  m ake his ow n decis ions. □

[Rebuttals begin on page 28.]
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And Now The Rebuttals...

Dr. Mayer Responds 
to Dr. Roth

Sa y s  c r e a t io n i s t  A rie l A . R o th : 
“ E volution  is probably  the best al­
te rnative  fo r origins one can com e up 

w ith .”  N o one w ho has read  R oth  can 
seriously  believe this to  be his m ajor 
th ru s t; in stead , this ou t-o f-con tex t quote  
is an exam ple o f the w ay R oth has se ­
lected quo ta tions to  support his argu­
m ent. R eading an a u th o r’s full tex t o ften  
reveals his actual view  to  be opposite  to 
w hat m ay be im plied from  a “ h an d y ” 
quo ta tion . R oth presen ts a lm ost the 
conventional an tievolu tion  d ia tribe— 
heavily “ d o cu m en ted ”  w ithout delin­
eating exactly  w hat the position  o f c re ­
ation is ts  really  is. In d ifferent p laces he 
re fe rs  to  “ crea tion  v iew p o in t,”  “ c re ­
ation  m o d e l,”  “ creation  id e a ,”  “ c re ­
ation  c o n c e p t,”  and “ crea tion  th e o ry .”  
T hese term s are  not synonym ous. C re- 
ationism  so p resen ted  is a position  fo r all 
seasons; it is so ill-defined as to  have no 
tangible designation .

O ut-o f-con tex t quo tes and loose ver­
biage do t R o th ’s paper to  the point 
w here a thousand-w ord  rebutta l cannot 
begin to  deal w ith them . D espite the 
apparen t p lethora o f re fe ren ces, R oth 
fails to  cred it the term s special and gen­
eral theory o f  evolution  to  G . A. K erk u t, 
the o ft-quo ted  darling of the an tievo lu ­
tion ists , w hose phraseology is alm ost 
never used by biologists. A t one poin t, 
R oth m aintains tha t evo lu tion  is not p re­
d ic tive , follow ed im m ediately  by a  sen ­
tence  noting tha t biologists do use evo ­
lution in a p redictive fash ion— the la tter 
being the case  no m atte r how  hedged 
w ith pre jo ra tive  m odifiers.

As fo r the point tha t not enough time 
has elapsed fo r evolution  to  have o c ­
cu rred , w hy d o esn ’t R oth go on to  con ­
cede how horribly exacerba ted  this co n ­
cern  w ould be in the an tievolu tion ist 
ea rth  p ictured  as only from  4,000 to
10,000 years o ld? R o th ’s p robability  a r­
gum ent is specious, but because  so few  
people understand  statistical m anipula­
tions it m ay appear reasonable .

By listing exam ples that an tievo lu ­

tion ists  feel support the ir cause , R oth 
reso rts  to the ad hom inem  argum ent so 
depreca ted  by som e an tievo lu tion ists . 
A pparen tly , th is techn ique is bad form  
only w hen used by biologists.

R oth  purpo rts to  have a scientific po ­
sition bu t reso rts  to  the “ le t’s vo te  on i t” 
ph ilosophy , a nonscientific w ay o f de­
ciding upon fac ts.

T he fairness argum ent is belied by an ­
tievolu tion ist actions. T heir a ttem pts to  
infringe legally upon  the teaching of 
evolution  have all incorpora ted  a bellig­
e rence  involving such punitive legisla­
tive ac tions as fines and loss o f jobs by 
teachers w ho fail to  adhere  to a position 
fa ir only to  the ac tive lobby behind the 
legislation.

T he academ ic freedom  argum ent is 
even  m ore gross. R oth  p ictures those 
w h o  te a c h  e v o lu t io n  as  c o n s p ir in g  
against hom e and the nation . H e fails to 
recognize tha t the an tievo lu tion ist posi­
tion runs coun te r to  academ ic freedom . 
The teach ing  o f evolution  is no t m an­
dated  in any  A m erican school. It is a 
fea tu re  o f academ ic freedom  th a t the 
con ten t o f a  discipline is no t p rescribed 
by law.

The an tievo lu tion ists , on the o ther 
hand, w ant religious view s in biology 
classroom s by fiat. T hey prescribe  w hat 
is to  be done, w here it is to  be done, how 
it is to  be done, and the degree to  w hich 
it is to  be accom plished , and list penal­
ties fo r not so doing. T he antievo lu tion­
ists ask  fo r a unique position in A m eri­
can  education— that theirs be the only 
item  of con ten t in the entire school cur­
riculum  to  be m andated . T his position is 
so fa r  from  academ ic freedom  tha t its 
adheren ts  should blush.

Roth has fou r m ajor argum ents. T o his 
com m ent tha t the theory  (not general) of 
e v o lu t io n  h a s  sc ie n tif ic  p ro b le m s , I 
w ould accede . W hether these problem s 
are  serious is a  m atter o f in terpre tation . 
N o scientific theory  lacks problem s. The 
atom ic theo ry , the cell theo ry , the theory  
of re la tiv ity , all p resen t problem s. This 
is w hy sc ien tists w ork on them . It is not 
unique or unusual fo r a scientific theory  
to  reflect p roblem s. T hat is one of the 
things it is supposed  to  do. Ralph N ader 
has found  w hat he considers to  be seri­
ous problem s in autom obiles. H is con ­

jec tu re  does not m ake m agic carpe ts 
scientifically a ttrac tive , nor even  possi­
ble to  investigate.

R o th ’s second point is tha t sc ien tists 
should be open to  various ideas about 
origins. I subm it tha t indeed they  are  and 
have been , and have considered  the po ­
sition of an tievolu tion ists and  co rrectly  
identified it as scientifically un tenab le . If 
Roth m eans tha t sc ien tists should be 
open to  all ideas as scientific, no  m atter 
how  unsupported , b iased , o r p rejudicial 
they  m ay be, then  sc ien tists a re  being 
asked  to  accep t a w orking param eter 
im posed on no o ther group.

R o th ’s th ird  argum ent, tha t c rea tion  
can be taught constitu tionally  as sc ience, 
has been categorically  denied  by the 
cou rts  fo r the sam e reasons tha t R oth 
canno t successfu lly  rem ove from  his a r­
ticle— nam ely , th a t c reation  is a th eo ­
logical, not a scientific, position.

T he fourth  argum ent, th a t a lternative 
ideas be taught in c lasses , is a ttrac tiv e  to  
all o f us, bu t the exam ple is no t. F or one 
m inority  group to m ake the law  and  im ­
pose it on all is ne ither fa ir no r an  ex e r­
cise o f academ ic freedom . T he solution 
to  R o th ’s problem  lies in his ow n artic le . 
Any paren t m ay have his child excused  
from  a school p resen ta tion  an tithetical to 
his religion. It is not tha t R oth w ants not 
to  im pose evolution  on his ow n ch ild ren ; 
he is dem anding tha t an tievolu tion  be 
im posed on all.

R oth exp resses my feeling w hen he 
says, “ Probably  there is no m odern  
theory  that com m ands such  confidence 
. . . as the general theo ry  o f ev o lu tio n .”  
O nce again my ou t-o f-con tex t quote is 
no m ore egregious o r m isin terpreted  
than  m any sen tences in the R oth artic le , 
w hich stands as a rep resen ta tive  sam ­
pling o f m issionary zeal.

Dr. Roth Responds 
to Dr. Moyer

I w as p leased to  find m yself in ag ree­
m ent w ith a num ber o f ideas in Dr. 

M ayer’s essay . Som e critic ism s he has 
leveled at crea tion ists  are  valid. I hasten
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to  add tha t a  d iscussion  o f sim ilar e rro rs 
by evo lu tion ists  could  be p re se n te d ,1 but 
I believe it is m ore im portan t to concen­
tra te  on the issues o f th is debate .

I am  d isappo in ted , how ever, tha t Dr. 
M ayer has w ritten  a non sequitur to  the 
sub jec t o f th is deba te . T his issue is not 
w hether crea tion  is classified as science 
b u t w h e th e r  its  c o n c e p t s  s h o u ld  be 
taught in public schools. S ince he is 
willing to  encourage the teaching of 
crea tion  in public school courses in reli­
gion, it appears tha t both  o f us support 
the negative argum ent o f th is debate , 
and it might be a ttrac tiv e  to  let the deci­
sion rest there . H ow ever, I will m ake a 
few  additional com m ents tha t I believe 
should sharpen  up the  argum entation  
and perhaps bring abou t be tter under­
standing.

The issue is m ore im portan t than pri­
v a te  o p in io n s  o n  th e  d e fin it io n  o f 
science. Will we con tinue  to indoctrinate  
our studen ts in public schools w ith one 
idea of origins— the general theo ry  of 
evolu tion— o r will w e allow  various 
ideas to  be tes ted  in the true  spirit o f 
intellectual inqu iry? Will we encourage a 
“ religion of secu la rism ” 2 or will a lte r­
nate ideas regarding origins be presen ted  
w hen concep ts o f origins are  taught—  
usually  in the science c lassroom ? T o rel­
egate the teach ing  o f c rea tion  to  rare 
public-school religion c lasses and ex ­
clude it from  com m only  taught science 
classes will not so lve the problem . The 
im pressive list D r. M ayer cites o f post- 
1964 legislative a ttem p ts  to erode the 
dom inant position th a t evolution  now 
holds in public schools is indicative of 
general d issa tisfac tion  tha t cannot be 
am elio rated  until com petitive  ideas to 
the general theo ry  o f evolution  are al­
low ed free  developm ent.

The res tric ted  position  taken  by Dr. 
M ayer, o f not teach ing  creation  con ­
cep ts  as sc ience, m ay at first appear 
m ore defensib le  than  the issue o f this 
deba te . T he general theo ry  of evolution  
can appear m ore natu ra listic , b u t, as I 
m entioned in my original sta tem en t, 
science fails to  p rovide a w orkable 
m odel fo r it, and one w onders how real­
istic a m odel is w hen it does no t w ork. 
A lso, a strong  argum ent fo r exclusivism  
in science is difficult to sustain . Part of

the problem  revolves around  the defini­
tion of science and the questions o f au ­
tho rity  and boundaries o f a given a ca ­
dem ic discipline. F or in stance , is the 
h is to ry  o f  s c ie n c e  to  be ta u g h t a s  
science, o r should it be arb itra rily  lim ited 
to  h is to ry  classes?  K now ledge canno t 
alw ays be separated  into the neat com ­
partm en ts tha t som e m inds envision.

I agree w ith Dr. M ayer th a t “ now here 
in science are  hypo theses o r theories 
regarded as unchallengeab le” ; and those 
crea tion ists  w ho feel that their m odel is 
unassailable exclude them selves from  
sc ience, w hich, at least by definition, is 
opposed  to  dogm a. L ikew ise, evo lu tion ­
ists trying to  exclude crea tion  from  
science have their m inds already  m ade 
up and are  denying the openness of 
science to  explore a lternate  exp lana­
t io n s — an u n sc ie n ti fic  a t t i tu d e  th a t  
sh o u ld  be b a n n e d  fr o m  th e  s c ie n c e  
classroom .

B oth the general theory  of evolution  
an d  c r e a t io n  a re  m o d e ls  o f  re m o te  
even ts that lack factual dem onstra tion . 
It seem s difficult to  m ake a case  fo r 
considering  evolution  as science while 
excluding crea tion ; fo r if one elim inates 
creation  because of a  paucity  o f dem on­
stra tion , predictab ility , and testab ility , 
one m ust also  elim inate the general 
theo ry  of evolution  fo r the sam e rea ­
sons. Som e evolu tion ists recognize the 
difficulty. B irch and E hrlich  s ta te ; “ O ur 
theory  of evolution  has becom e, as Pop­
per described , one w hich canno t be re ­
fu ted  [tested] by any  possib le  o b se rv a ­
tions. E very  conceivable  observation  
can be fitted into it. It is thus ‘ou tside  o f 
em pirical sc ien ce ’ but not necessarily  
fa ls e .” 3

C reation  does not require  the denying 
o f  th e  s e n s e s ,  a s  s u g g e s te d  b y  D r. 
M ayer. It does require  the denying of 
som e evolu tionary  in terp re ta tions. The 
argum ent betw een crea tion  and  evo lu ­
tion is not over fac ts  but over in te rp re ­
ta tions. B oth evolu tion ists and crea tion ­
ists accep t the data  o f sc ience , but they 
place d ifferent in terp re ta tions thereon . 
E volutionary  tex tbooks teach  that sim i­
larities in cell s truc tu re , b iochem istry , 
and m orphology am ong d ifferent kinds 
o f anim als and plants are  due to  a com ­
mon evolutionary  an cestry , while c re ­

ation is ts look at th e  sam e da ta  and in te r­
p re t it as due to  a com m on D esigner.

Dr. M ayer suggests th a t it is illegal to  
teach  creation ism  as science in the pub­
lic schools. (H e does support teach ing  
abou t “ c rea tio n ism .” ) T he U .S . Su­
prem e C ourt has never ruled on the co n ­
stitu tionality  o f teach ing  crea tion  as 
sc ience. L ow er cou rts  have ru led  against 
the in troduction  of religious doctrine  
under the guise o f c rea tio n , a  p rocedure 
tha t both  D r. M ayer and  I find o b jec ­
tionable.

I do no t agree w ith Dr. M ayer’s im pli­
ca tion  o f tw o d ifferent creation  accoun ts 
in G enesis. T he tw o parts  o f this accoun t 
com plem ent each  o ther and  rep resen t a 
com m on expression  o f the original H e­
brew  literary  fo rm .4 B ut even  tw o an ­
tithetical acco u n ts  w ould be a m inor 
problem  com pared  to  the one faced  by 
evolu tion . E vo lu tion ists  have crea ted  
scores o f d ifferent evo lu tionary  p a tte rn s  
try ing to  show  the path  o f evolu tion . 
And it seem s p roper to  ask , O n w hich of 
them  does evo lu tionary  “ th e o ry ”  res t?

I am  sym pathetic  w ith D r. M ayer’s 
concern  abou t d ifferen t epistem ological 
system s; how ever, in try ing  to  determ ine 
the broad question  o f o u r o rig ins, we 
should not isolate ou rse lves exclusively  
into any  one sy s tem , thereby  creating  a 
restric ted  view .

Finally , to  exclude the teach ing  of 
c reation  from  the public schools o r from  
th e  science c lassroom  is detrim ental 
to  the data-gathering-and-evaluating  
p rocess an d , I believe, is difficult to  d e ­
fend . In looking fo r tru th , m ore in fo r­
m ation is be tte r than  less. □
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INfERNMIONAL

Sen ate C om m ittee  B acks  
T u ition  T ax  C red it

W A S H IN G T O N , D .C .— T he Senate 
F inance  C om m ittee  has vo ted  14-1 to  
app rove  the  tu ition  tax -cred it bill op ­
posed  by  the C arte r A dm inistra tion  and 
en do rsed  by the U n ited  S ta tes C atholic 
C on ference  and  o thers  opera ting  p rivate  
schools.

T he legislation w ould give a m axim um  
tax  cred it o f $250 to  paren ts  o f college 
s tuden ts  and  w ould expand  to  a  m axi­
m um  $500 tax  b reak  fo r paren ts  o f co l­
lege and p riva te  school s tuden ts  by  1980.

T he C arte r A dm inistra tion  has said 
tha t its plan  to  expand  the g ran ts and 
loans program  in H E W  w ould offer aid 
only  to low er- and  m iddle-incom e fam i­
lies that d em onstra te  need. P rivate  and 
parochial secondary  and  p rim ary  stu ­
d e n ts ’ fam ilies w ould  not be included in 
the A dm in istra tion  plan.

N ew  Y o rk ’s R egen ts B ar  
U n ification  C harter

A L B A N Y , N .Y .— In a unanim ous d e ­
cision  by the 13 m em bers p re sen t, the 
N ew  Y ork S ta te  B oard  o f R egents vo ted  
to  deny  a  ch a rte r  to  the U nification 
C h u rch ’s theological sem inary  in B arry- 
tow n.

T he decis ion , w hich cam e a fte r  m ore 
than  tw o years o f study  of the app lica­
tion , will be appealed  to  the  s ta te ’s su ­
prem e cou rt by the sem inary .

A regen ts staff rep o rt said th a t the 
106-student sem inary  has aw arded  M as­
te r  o f R eligious E ducation  degrees w ith ­
ou t s ta te  au tho rity  and is “ en tire ly  d e ­
penden t upon the national chu rch  fo r the 
m oney  to  pay  its operating  e x p e n se s .”

If the sem inary  had  been  given a  s ta te  
ch a rte r, it w ould have been  au tho rized  to 
g ran t degrees, enab le  foreign  app lican ts 
to  ob ta in  studen t v isas, m ake the facu lty  
eligible fo r a  pension  p lan , and  enable 
s tuden ts  to  receive  federa lly  subsid ized 
loans.

Israeli A ttorn ey  G en eral W ill S tudy  
C om p la in ts on M ission ary  A ctiv ity

JE R U S A L E M — Israeli A tto rney  G en­
eral A haron  B arak has in s truc ted  police 
n o t to  ac t on com plain ts covering  alleged 
illegal m issionary  ac tiv ities w ithou t first 
re lay ing  the com plain ts to him  perso n ­
ally  o r to  his d epu ty , G abriel B ach.

M r. B arak  inform ed P ro testan t leaders 
o f w hat he called his “ s tringen t”  d irec­
tive a t a m eeting  w ith officials o f the 
U nited  C hristian  C ouncil in Israel.

A t issue is a new  con troversial law  on 
religious conversions (see L i b e r t y , 
Ju ly -A ugust, 1978). T he m easure, effec­
tive A pril 1, m akes it a  p rison  offense to  
offer o r accep t “ m aterial inducem en ts”  
to co n v ert to  ano ther religion.

C hris tians and  liberal Jew ish  circles in 
Israel have  sharp ly  critic ized  the law  as a 
th rea t to  religious liberty .

H E W  D iscloses “ B y p a ss”  
to P aroch ia l Schools

W A S H IN G T O N , D .C .— T he C arter 
A dm in istra tion , u nder heavy  fire from  
nonpublic  education  leaders and p a rtic ­
ularly  R om an C atho lics fo r opposing 
tax -cred it legislation , is attem pting  to  
channel m ore Federa l aid  to  nonpublic 
schools.

U nited  S ta tes  H ea lth , E ducation , and 
W elfare S ecre ta ry  Jo seph  C alifano, J r ., 
announced  th a t the F edera l G overnm ent 
w ould step  up funding fo r special read ­
ing and  m ath  program s a t nonpublic 
schools in V irginia and  M issouri. H e also 
said th irty -one  school d is tric ts— eleven 
in M issouri, tw elve in V irginia and  eight 
in W isconsin— are under investigation 
fo r alleged failu re  to  p rovide serv ices to  
nonpublic  school children .

W hen serv ices m andated  by the E le­
m en tary  and  S econdary  E ducation  A ct 
(E SE A ) are no t prov ided  to  nonpublic 
schools as requ ired  by  law , a com plain t 
m ay be filed w ith the U nited  S tates 
C om m issioner o f E ducation  to  “ by­
p a s s”  the sta te . T he com m issioner has 
th e  pow er to  w ithhold  p art o f a  s ta te ’s 
allo tm ent and rechannel th e  funds.

Ju d ge R ules P riest 
M ust Pay In com e T axes

W I N S T O N - S A L E M , N .C .  — A
U n ite d  S ta te s  T a x  C o u r t  ju d g e  h a s  
ru led  tha t religious reasoning does not 
ju s tify  an E piscopal p r ie s t’s refusal to  
pay  his F edera l incom e taxes because 
taxes finance m ilitary expenditures

T he priest, H ow ard  W. Lull, and his 
w ife, B arbara , both  of F ranklin , N orth  
C aro lina, w ithheld  m ore than  $8,000 in 
Federal incom e tax es in 1974 and 1975 
because  o f religious ob jec tions to  mili­
ta ry  spending.

A rm y Says H asid ic  R abbi 
C an K eep H is F ull B eard

N E W  Y O R K — R a b b i J a c o b  G o ld ­
s te in ,  a b e a rd e d  H a s id ic  r a b b i  w ho  
serves as a chaplain  in the U n ited  S ta tes 
A rm y N ational G uard , has w on th e  right 
to  continue serving as chapla in  w hile 
w earing his full beard .

H e had been  dropped  from  th e  A rm y 
payroll w hen he refused  to  shave  off his 
beard . A rm y regulations p roh ib it beard s , 
bu t R abbi G oldstein  held th a t he w ore 
the beard  in acco rdance  w ith  his reli­
g ious beliefs.

T he rabbi said he kep t going to  the 
A rm y drills, b u t in an unpaid  s ta tu s . H e 
appealed  to  a  num ber o f C ongressm en , 
w ho sought the aid o f G en. B ernard  
R ogers, the A rm y ch ief o f staff.

In a special ruling supporting  the 
ra b b i’s right to  w ear his beard  in the 
A rm y chapla incy , G eneral R ogers said 
th a t the  beard  w as an “ exp ression  of 
p ie ty .”

R elig ious F reedom  R estriction s  
H it by C zech  P resb yterian s

N E W  Y O R K — R estric tions on reli­
gious freedom  have sharp ly  increased  in 
C zechoslovakia  since 1969, accord ing  to  
a  decla ra tion  signed by  th irty -one  c ler­
gym en and  laym en o f the Evangelical 
C hurch  of th e  C zech B reth ren  (P resby­
terian).

T he docum ent said  congregational and 
ecum enical activ ities have been  severely  
res tric ted , and tha t the en ro llm en t o f 
children  in religious educa tion  has al­
m ost d isappeared  because  o f th rea ts  and 
p ressu res.

R eim b u rsem en t o f C h urch  S chools  
for R ecord s, T estin g  Is B arred

W A S H IN G T O N , D .C .— The U nited  
S tates Suprem e C ourt, in a 6-3 ruling, 
has struck  dow n a N ew  Y ork sta te  law 
tha t p rov ides about $11 m illion to som e
2,000 religiously re la ted  schools annually  
as recom pense fo r reco rd -keep ing  and 
testing  expenses.

T he C o u rt’s m ajority  op in ion , w ritten  
by  Ju stice  P o tte r S tew art, said the 1972 
law  is unconstitu tional because  it has 
“ the prim ary  effect o f aiding religion, o r 
will resu lt in excessive  s ta te  involvem ent 
in religious a ffa irs .”
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PERSPECTIVE

Federa l C om m unications C om m ission 
1919 M S tree t N W .
W ashing ton , D .C . 20036

G entlem en:

If all you fellow s have  repud ia ted  your 
baptism al vow s, resigned from  your 
chu rches , and pledged you r tithe  to 
M adalyn M urray  O ’H air, I can  under­
stand . H ow  m any petitions have you got 
n o w , d e m a n d in g  th a t  y o u  f r u s t r a te  
M adalyn’s a ttem p ts  to  get religious p ro ­
gram s off rad io  and  te lev ision? * W ell, I 
got m y um p teen th  this w eek  and  my 
disgust ju s t hit 8.3 on the R ich ter Scale.

T he petition  is p receded  by an appeal 
fo r one million signed le tters— to be sent 
to  you. T h is, it says, w ould “ defeat M rs. 
O ’H air and show  there  are still m any 
C hristians alive and  well in our great 
c o u n try .”  A live, no d o u b t, but certain ly  
not well inform ed.

C ontinues the petition: "M adalyn  . . . 
has been  g ran ted  a  Federal H earing in 
W ashing ton , D .C ., on the sub jec t o f re­
ligion and the airw aves by th e  F C C . T his 
petition  (#2493) w ould pave the w ay to 
e lim inate the p roclam ation  o f the gospel 
via the a irw ays o f A m erica. . . .  If her 
a ttem p t is successfu l, all Sunday w or­
ship serv ices cu rren tly  being b roadcast, 
e ither by  rad io  o r te lev ision , w ould 
cease . M any elderly  people and shut-ins, 
as well as those  recupera ting  from  ill­
nesses o r hospital v is its, depend  on radio  
and  te lev ision  to  fulfill th e ir w orship  
needs ev ery  w eek.

‘‘Y O U  C A N  ST O P H E R  T H IS  T IM E ! 
Send a le tte r to  . . . ”

S o  n ow  y o u ’ll g e t a n o th e r  b a tc h ,  
co u rtesy  of U n inform ed C hris tians, Inc. 
(It k ind of explains w hy we have 300 or 
so denom inations, each  proclaim ing its 
“ g o sp e l”  to  be the one and true  ed ition .) 
I 'm  afra id  the petitioners m ay have fo r­
go tten  tha t C hrist claim ed to  be “ the 
w ay , th e  tru th , and  the life .”

I have a lready  prin ted  one editorial 
pointing ou t that all rum ors concerning 
M rs. O ’H a ir’s connection  w ith FC C  pe­
tition  RM2493 are  fa lse . (As I recall, a 
lim ited petition  w as filed in 1974 by tw o

* The answ er is “ approach ing  ten  m il­
lion " .'T h in k  w hat a con tribu tion  ju s t the 
stam p  m oney w ould be to  the m ission 
fields!— Ed.

C alifornia m en w ith no ties to  M rs. 
O ’H air. T hey  w anted  no fu rth e r educa­
tional, noncom m ercial FM  or television  
c h a n n e ls  to  be  g ra n te d  to  re l ig io u s  
b roadcas ters . Y ou re jec ted  th a t petition  
unanim ously  on A ugust 1, 1975.)

T here  is fu r th e r m isinform ation in the 
petition: “ M adalyn M urray O ’H air,
w hose efforts successfu lly  elim inated 
the use of Bible readings and prayers 
from  all public schools . . . ”  M rs. O ’H air 
w as not connected  w ith the 1962 deci­
sion of the cou rt that ruled a  govern- 
m entally w ritten  and  requ ired  p rayer to  
be unconstitu tional.

She was party  to  an auxiliary case in 
1963, in w hich the Suprem e C ourt ruled 
tha t governm entally  requ ired  religious 
devotions fo r schoolch ild ren— Bible 
reading and recita tion  o f the L o rd ’s 
P rayer— violated  the C onstitu tion .

A nd, of co u rse , Bible readings and 
prayers have not been elim inated  from  
all schools. T he C ourt never ruled ou t 
teaching abou t religion. A nd Johnny  is

still free  to  send up his personal appeals 
w hen he fo rgets an algebra form ula. N or 
have governm entally  required  religious 
devo tions d isappeared  from  all schools. 
I ’m s a d d e n e d  to  sa y  th a t  s o -c a lle d  
C hristians have been  fo rem o st in defying 
the law— con tra ry  to  C h ris t’s in struction  
in R om ans 13. (W ould they  have ap ­
plauded a decision  saying tha t any  seg­
m ent o f ou r citizens can  be fo rced  to  
recite  a  sta te-w ritten  prayer?)

I ’m going to  suggest to  readers o f 
L i b e r t y  th a t th is le tte r to  you be read  
from  chu rch  pulp its , and tha t anyone 
w ho has sen t a petition  to  you get ou t a 
sheet o f paper and  w rite 100 tim es: “ I 
am  so rry  I defam ed M rs. O ’H a ir .”  I ’ll 
suggest that they  send it to  her at P .O . 
Box 2117, A ustin , T exas 78768. I ’m sure 
th a t the FC C  d o esn ’t w ant any m ore mail 
on the sub jec t— even  apologies. 
S incerely ,
Roland R. H egstad  
E ditor
L i b e r t y  M agazine

Approximately 7,000 petitions are received daily at the FCC. The cost of stamps and 
envelopes already received is roughly $1,650,000, not including costs for mimeograph­
ing and salaries for FCC employees hired to open each “ worthless” petition!
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LETTERS

W ill Y our P astor T ell?

As a  law -enfo rcem ent officer, I resen t 
[the below ] pho to  (M ay-June, 1978). 
A pparen tly  the pho tog rapher th inks o f 
law  en fo rcem en t as it m ay have been 
th irty  years ago. I have been  in law  en ­
fo rcem en t fo r the past tw enty-six  years , 
and never, under any  c ircum stances, in­
terv iew ed anyone while w earing a fire­
arm , o r under a bright light.

T he com position  of the photograph 
indicates handcuffs w ere on the p asto r 
until the in terv iew  began. An ash  tray  
an d  a b o o k  o f  m a tc h e s  in d ic a te  a 
sm oke-filled room . The hand of the d e ­
tective on the shou lder, as well as the 
balled fist o f the o th e r d e tec tive , sug­
gests th rea ts  o r in tim idation . T he coffee 
cup  indicates long periods o f in terroga­
tion. In all the  years I have been  in law 
en fo rcem en t, never have I know n o f a 
case  in w hich a p asto r has been asked  to 
reveal privileged inform ation . As sheriff 
of Bibb C oun ty , G eorgia, I have m any 
p e o p le  co m e  to  m e w ith  p ro b le m s . 
M any, I re fe r to  their pasto r; how ever, 
som e com e to me because  they  do not 
have confidence in their pastor.

As a law -enforcem ent officer, I m ust 
answ er th is artic le , in w hich the law -en­
fo rcem en t officer is po rtrayed  as an 
agent fo r the R ussian  secre t police. 
R A Y M O N D  L. W IL K E S  
Sheriff, B ibb C ounty  
M acon, G eorgia

Y our m agazine deals w ith cu rren t 
issues in a factual and analytical m anner. 
As a law yer I am particularly  im pressed 
w ith your chu rch -sta te  a rtic les, w hich 
are  o rien ted  to  A m erican ju risp rudence  
and frequen tly  cite cou rt decisions in 
point.

I found  your issue dealing w ith confi­
dential com m unications and  the clergy 
of particu lar in te rest, since A labam a is 
one of the th ree  s ta tes m entioned that 
does not have such  a law. Legislation 
establish ing th is privilege w as in tro ­
duced  in the 1978 session o f the A labam a 
legislature bu t suffered the sam e fa te  as 
the m ajority  o f bills in troduced  in tha t 
session , and the bill died w hen the ses­
sion ended.

I w ould apprecia te  your sending me 
tw o copies o f the M ay-June issue so that 
I m ay fo rw ard  them  to the officials in the 
M obile B aptist A ssociation  w ho have 
been keeping up w ith the A labam a legis­
lation. My thanks to  W eldon P onder, a 
G alveston  a tto rn ey , fo r w riting such  an 
excellen t artic le . H is review  of p resen t 
sta te  s ta tues in this area will be quite 
helpful in w ording proposed legislation 
to  be offered in the nex t session  o f our 
legislature. I had no t been  aw are o f the 
F irst A m endm ent issue and I found  his 
sum m ary supported  by case  cita tions 
very  inform ative. A lso , ha ts off to  R ob­
ert N ixon fo r his artic le  ( “ Should T hey 
T es tify ?” ) and  survey  in th is area.

And my congratu lations to  all on a 
first-rate publication .
R O B E R T  A. B E C K E R L E
A ttorney
M obile, A labam a

It C a n ’t H appen  H ere?

As a lifetim e R om an C atho lic , I find it 
som ew hat w ith “ green e y e ”  envy  tha t I 
s ta te  that your publication  is as good as 
any in print.

T he article “ W ho Said It C an ’t H ap­
pen H e re?”  (M arch-A pril, 1978) should 
be m andatory  reading fo r all o f my faith  
o r any o th er fa ith  w ho w ant sta te  sup­
port fo r every th ing  and everyone. A lbert 
J. M enendez should be congratu lated  for 
a job  well done.
JO S E P H  J. R O L L E R  
A ttorney
T acom a, W ashington 

C reation  and E volution

T here is a glaring om ission in “ S tress 
P o in ts”  (January -F eb ruary , 1978), in the 
subdivision “ L ife ,”  in an o therw ise 
seem ingly com plete  and thought-pro­
voking article.

I ’m referring  to a very  im portan t and 
basic set o f definitions of life: the teach ­

ing o f biochem ical and m olecular evo lu ­
tion , i .e ., th a t there  is no real d ifference 
betw een  life and nonlife at the m olecular 
level.

In o rder to  uphold the once-held  c re ­
ation ist belief tha t life is basically  unique 
and d ifferent from  nonlife, the re  should 
be a new , extended  definition o f life at 
this level: life is life as long as it is part of 
a living cell, and as long as it d iffers in 
any significant w ay from  nonlife.

C reation ists  all too  o ften  com e out 
w ith the concessionary  s ta tem en t tha t 
subcellu lar com ponents o f a  living cell 
a re  not tru ly  alive, thus scarce ly  d if­
fe ren t from  the evo lu tion ists’ definition 
of life a t the m olecular level.
B. L. D YCK  
L utz , Florida

S copes T rial
W hen the Scopes case  is d iscussed  

(“ The M an W ho L ost H is Jo b  O ver 
G en esis ,”  Janu ary -F eb ru ary , 1978), 
there  usually  are several e rro rs  o f fac t 
included. Y our artic le  is no excep tion . 
On page 5 the follow ing appears: “ In 
1925 it m ade in ternational headlines 
w hen a young school teach er nam ed 
Scopes dared  to teach  his s tuden ts  in a 
tiny  T ennessee  tow n that m an likely 
evolved from  apes ra th e r than  being the 
grand design o f G o d .”

Scopes never taught evolu tion  to  any ­
body.

(1) In his book Center o f  the S torm  
(H olt, R inehart, and W inston , 1967), 
Scopes says tw ice (pages 60 and 134) 
tha t he cannot rem em ber ev er teaching 
e v o lu t io n . (H e  w as  n o t a  b io lo g y  
teacher— ju s t substitu ted  som etim es.)

(2) In an interview  published in Life  
m agazine D ecem ber 9, 1966, Scopes 
says he does no t recall teach ing  evo lu ­
tion.

(3) In a television  in terview  b roadcast 
in the L os A ngeles a rea , S copes denied  
teaching evolution . T his p art o f the in­
terv iew  w as repeated  num erous tim es 
fo r advertising .

(4) Ray G inger, in his book Six  D ays  
or Forever (B eacon P ress, 1958, p. 180), 
repo rts  tha t a fte r the trial S copes con ­
fided to  a  repo rte r tha t he w as scared  he 
w ould be put on the w itness stand  and 
questioned  under oa th , fo r he never had 
taught evolution .
BO LTO N  D A V ID H E ISE R  
L a M irada, C alifornia
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B ible S m u ggling

Y o u r  I n te rn a t io n a l  n e w s  s e c t io n  
brings an  in teresting  item  abou t sm ug­
gling B ibles into the U .S .S .R . (N ovem - 
ber-D ecem ber, 1977, p. 27). The R us­
sians had expelled  tw o D anish tourists 
w ho had hidden Bibles in their car. To 
my thinking, if law s are  b roken , R us­
sians are  co rrec t to  execu te  such an ac­
tion.

I do not believe that L i b e r t y  is going 
to  help solve any  co u n try ’s religious 
problem s by printing such m aterial— it 
only adds to  the con tinuous “ cold w a r”  
o f conscience tha t the W estern  anti- 
E astern  E uropean  p ropaganda, under 
the beautifu l religious-liberty  banner, is 
prom oting.

Religious liberty  does not m ean suc­
cess in smuggling Bibles into  a country  
of d ifferen t religious orien tation!
RAY D A B R O W SK I 
E d ito r, Signs o f  the Tim es 
W arsaw , PO L A N D

[We didn't approve. We just reported. 
One is left to wonder, however, what is so 
fearsome about the Bible that thousands 
of Soviet citizens are unable to purchase 
one.— Eds.]

D ep rogram m in g

I have just read “ D eprogram m ing De­
fe n d e d ,”  by C laire M. M artin , and the 
reply by S haron  W orthing (M ay-June, 
1978). I agree w ith both!

H aving read  the first article on the 
sub jec t ( “ D eprogram m ing ,”  Septem - 
ber-O ctober, 1977), I am appalled that 
paren ts o r o ther adu lts w ould use im­
proper fo rce , trea tm en t, and kidnapping 
to  change the m ind of a chronologically  
m ature son or daugh ter o r o ther person.

F rom  read ing  the artic le  by M rs. M ar­
tin , if I w ere in the sam e situation , I 
th ink I w ould do  the sam e and I heartily  
endorse  the action  she and her husband 
fo llow ed.
R IC H A R D  L A N E  
H ow ell, M ichigan

S ecu lar N ot A ntirelig iou s

O ne o f the best fea tu res  o f your peri­
odical is the freedom  w ith w hich it pub­
lishes artic les and  le tters reflecting vari­
ous points o f view .

Several recen t le tters have m ade an 
un fo rtu n a te  confusion  o f “ secu lar edu ­

ca tio n ”  w ith antireligious education . But 
surely neu trality  is no t the sam e as hos­
tility. M uch of the w ork o f the schools is 
concerned  w ith m aterial tha t has no 
possible sec tarian  or religious con ten t. 
T here is no t a C atholic and  a  P ro testan t 
view of the m ultiplication tab le , fo r in­
stance.

So I suppose that the question  refers 
to  advanced  education  and such d eba ta ­
ble issues as arise in philosophy , litera­
tu re , and the social sciences. H ere , som e 
m ention o f religion becom es inevitable. 
But I have taught h isto ry  in m any uni­
versities, both  in this coun try  and in 
G reat B ritain , fo r som e sixty years . My 
ow n field is m odern E uropean  h is to ry , in 
w hich it is ev iden t tha t the churches are 
o ften  involved. V ery seldom  have I m et 
dogm atic o r prosely ting  teach ers; m ost 
o f us have tried to  p resen t the fac ts  w ith 
little partisansh ip . A P ro testan t, I have 
given lec tu res on the R eform ation  and 
had C atholic nuns ask  me a fte rw ard , 
“ A re you a  C atholic o r a P ro te s tan t?”  In 
trying to  be fa ir, I do not th ink  I w as in 
any w ay exceptional.

B ut, it m ay be said , children  need 
specific religious instruction . V ery well. 
Are there no Sunday schools?  A re there 
no c h u rc h e s ?  A re  th e re  n o  h o m e s?  
Surely there is am ple tim e to  give reli­
gious instruction  ou t o f school.

T he question  of partisansh ip  is not so 
exceptional as som e th ink. T he schools 
also  teach  our form  of governm ent, but 
they do no t tell the studen ts fo r w hich 
party  o r candida tes to  vote . A nd political 
neutrality  is, believe m e, quite as hard to 
m aintain as religious neutrality . 
PR EST O N  SL O SSO N  
Ann A rbor, M ichigan

T he Best

Som eone has graciously  sen t me your 
m agazine fo r the past several years , and 
although my list o f reading is ex tensive , I 
have nevertheless en joyed  the experi­
ence on m any occasions o f fingering 
your pages and reading w hat I believe is 
the best religious-liberty asso rtm en t of 
articles to  w hich I have been exposed.

I enclose a con tribu tion  to reim burse 
som ew hat the burden  o f m y unknow n 
friend  by helping you send it to som eone 
else.
O TTO  B. M U L L IN A X  
D allas, Texas

C om m end ab le O bjectiv ity

As an a tto rn ey , I have been  receiv ing 
your m agazine fo r over six years . I read  
it, en joy  it, and consider it highly bene­
ficial to  me.

As a m em ber o f a church  o ther than  
the Seventh-day  A dventist C hurch , I 
find your ob jec tiv ity  and  lack of sec­
tarian  prosely tiz ing  highly com m endable. 
Y our standing up fo r the rights o f others 
to  exercise  their religious beliefs is the 
an tithesis o f religious hypocrisy .

As a  reader, I canno t bu t feel tha t your 
m agazine is the single m ost im portan t 
fo rce  behind the F irst A m endm ent in 
the U nited  S tates today .

Do not underestim ate the pow er of 
your publication  or the im pact o f your 
w ork.
M A U R IC E  R. FR A N K S 
A ttorney
Silver Cliff, C olorado

Please n otify  us 4 w ee ks In a dvance.
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T he D ebate

O n e  th in g  L i b e r t y  e d i to r s  h av e  
learned is not to  underestim ate  the in tel­
ligence o f their readers. T hus ra th e r than 
digest scientific pablum  fo r you about 
w hether crea tion  concep ts  should be 
taught in public schoo ls, we w ent to  tw o 
sc ien tists  em inently  qualified to  defend  
their opposing view s. Dr. W illiam V. 
M ayer, d irec to r o f the Biological Sci­
ences C urriculum  S tudy , B oulder, C olo­
rado , and p ro fesso r o f biology, U n iver­
sity o f C o lo rado , B oulder, is sure  tha t, at 
the least, c reation  concep ts  should not 
be taught as science; Dr. Ariel A. R oth, 
p ro fesso r o f  biology. G raduate  School, 
Lom a Linda U niversity , and an associ­
a te  d irec to r o f the G eoscience R esearch 
I n s t i tu te ,  L o m a L in d a , C a li fo rn ia ,  
argues th a t, at the least, s tuden ts should 
be exposed  to  several v iew s, and seem s 
of the opinion tha t neither creationism  
nor evolution  is, in the stric t sense, sub­
jec t to  scientific validation.

H e re ’s how  we set up the debate  and 
w hat the ground rules w ere. F irst, Dr. 
R obert H. B row n, ou r science ed ito r, 
canvassed  the scientific com m unity  for 
tw o capable spokesm en. T hen we set up 
deadlines and procedures. E ach au thor 
was given a m axim um  of approxim ately
3,000 w ords to  argue his case. W hen 
both m anuscrip ts had been received  and 
edited to  the au th o rs ’ sa tisfac tion , we 
sent each the o th e r’s m anuscrip t. Each 
then had approxim ately  tw o w eeks to 
w rite his 1,000-word rebu tta l. Again 
each au tho r w as asked  to  initial the 
edited copy . Only w hen the copy was set 
in p a g e s  d id  th e  tw o  m en  se e  e a c h  
o th e r’s rebuttal.

In the M arch-A pril 1979 L i b e r t y  you 
will read the p rovocative  sequel, with 
tw o spokesm en from  the scientific com ­
m unity debating  w hether crea tion  is a 
v ia b le  a l te rn a t iv e  to  e v o lu t io n  as  a 
theo ry  of origins. W hen both  debates 
have appeared  and readers have con ­
tribu ted  their thinking by le tters, we will 
p rin t the debates and a selection  o f the 
le tters in a booklet, w hich we plan to 
m ake available to ou r readers. W e w ould 
like to  see the m aterial becom e the basis 
fo r d iscussions on these issues in aca ­
dem ic circles across the coun try .

It is our conviction  that tru th  can stand 
on  its ow n tw o legs in the m arketp lace of 
op in ion .— R .R .H .

“ Should C reation  C oncepts Be Taught 
in Public S choo ls?”  is the first in a 
series o f deba tes  on g rea t issues that 
involve fundam ental freedom s. See 
page 3.
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By Harry L. Hoffman

K
eb Zalman, an elderly German refu­
gee, saved from the ovens of 

Buchenwald and in America only two days, 
asked me whether I would take him to the 
Statue of Liberty. He looked tired and sad 
when we boarded the small boat that fer­
ried tourists across New York Harbor to 
Liberty Island, and his thin black caftan 
flapped in the wind like a loose sail.

Strangely silent while the boat plowed 
the choppy water, he grew excited as we 
neared the island. “She is beautiful," he 
said, “and tall, much taller than I had ex­
pected. To think that I could live to see this 
day! Ai, if only my Rosa had been spared!
It’s almost like a Sabbath without wine."
His soft, deep-set eyes shimmered in 
tears.

He glimpsed my face and read the ache.
“Forgive me,” he said. “I’ve troubled you 
enough." And in the depths of his sorrow, 
he found a smile. “Do you know what day 
this is?" he asked. “No? Miss Liberty's 
birthday! And mine too! W e were both born 
October 28 ,” he said, drawing out the date 
as if he were reciting a poem.

“Happy birthday!" I said. “May there be 
many more . . .  for both of you.”

“Bless you, but I’ve lived my time. I 
worry more about her . . . out there,” he 
said, pointing to the statue.

“You know much about her?” I asked.
“Oh, yes, more than you think. You 

see,” he went on, “in our death camp she Harry L. Hoffman is a free-lance writer in 
was . . . what you Americans call . . . our Hallandale, Florida.

pinup girl. On cold nights, when those 
butchers got drunk and didn’t patrol, we 
hung her picture on a wall and warmed 
ourselves at the fire of her torch. To have 
been caught, ai, that would have meant 
the ovens."

In an almost prayerful voice, he spoke of 
Bartholdi, who designed her, and the 
French people, who presented her to 
America. His face glowed with the warmth 
of a man in love.

The boat slowed and drifted in close to 
the pier. With trembling hand clutched in 
mine, Reb gazed up at her in wonder. 
“Look," he said, pointing to the observa­
tion deck just below the spiked crown. 
“Look at those lucky people!”

“It's too much for you to climb,” I said. “I 
don’t think we ought to try.”

“Oh, I didn't come for that,” he said. “I 
have quite another reason." With hurried 
steps he walked to the base of the statue. 
And then, from an inner secret pocket of 
his skullcap, he unfolded a small silk 
American flag and taped it to a granite 
block. “It was Rosa’s last present to m e,” 
he said solemnly. “It kept me alive.”

And in a loud, ringing voice heard by 
clusters of curious people, he said, "Happy 
birthday, Miss Liberty!" Then he knelt in 
the dust before the huge pedestal and 
kissed the ground. □
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