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Swamps or Seven Days: Evolution vs. Creationism
By Aaron Fields, Assistant Editor

Many UM-Westem students who take 
biology may contemplate a question that 
has perplexed humanity since its origins: 
“How did I come into being?” The issue 
of how to answer this question, however, 
does not only affect the UM- Western 
science department. Similar academic in
stitutes, colleges and high schools across 
the nation are confronted with presenting 
theories that may conflict with the reli
gious beliefs their students have learned 
elsewhere.

Dover Area School District board in 
Pennsylvania mandates that ninth grad
ers enrolled in Biology are provided with 
Darwinism as “one possible theory.” The 
Pennsylvania Republican recently pub
lished an article stating: “intelligent de
sign is a legitimate scientific theory that 
should be taught in science classes.” The 
Dover Board mandate announced “stu
dents will be made aware of gaps/prob- 
lems in Darwin’s theory and of other theo
ries of evolution including, but not lim
ited to, intelligent design.” Is creation
ism, intelligent design, a legitimate sci
ence and should it be reviewed, opposed, 
or even considered in a basic science 
arena?

Biology Professor at UM-Westem, Dr. 
Jack Kirkley stated, when asked, why he 
thought evolution vs. creationism is so 
controversial today, “I think people’s be
liefs systems don’t center on what, nec
essarily, they learned in the school or in 
the text books. I think peoples belief sys
tems center on how they are raised, when 
they are young and the mind set of the

public. If they are raised with some sort of 
political and/or religious background with 
creation stories as a part of their back
ground, then it becomes a part of their 
world view no matter what they are ex
posed to in schools over the years, in jun
ior high biology or high school biology. 
As a result, you’ll see a very high percent
age of the American public who favors a 
world view that is what we describe as 
creationism, and that they will not em
brace evolution as something to consider 
true.”

Time magazine's, August 15, 2005 edi
tion had an article reviewing the “Evolu
tion War” epidemic that’s sweeping a na
tion of schools with no theological sway. 
The article examines two text books that 
are currently being used by biology teach
ers. One, Biology by Kenneth Miller and 
Joseph Levine reads “Darwin made bold 
assumptions about heritable variation, the 
age of Earth and relationships among or
ganisms. New data from genetics, phys
ics, and biochemistry could have proved 
him wrong on many counts...” Another 
commonly used Biology Text, Of Pandas 
and People by Percival Davis and Dean 
Kenyon supporting the ideas of creation
ism argues “Intelligent design means that 
various forms of life began abruptly 
through an intelligent agency, with their 
distinctive features already intact- fish with 
fins and scales, birds with feathers, etc... 
Some scientists have arrived at this view 
since fossil forms first appear in the rock 
record with their distinctive features in
tact, rather than gradually developing.”

This controversy, however, is not one 
that flew into fire over night. Since 
Darwin’s book The Origin of Species 
arrived on the scene 150 years ago, those 
most willing to discredit his findings have 
proactively tried pushing evolution theory 
as far away from the center of academia 
as legally possible. For example the 
Scopes “Monkey ” Trial of 1925 in Day- 
ton, Tennessee, where evolution in the 
classroom was put, among other topics, 
in the hot seat of legal scrutiny.

Among other trials forced to consider 
this educational referendum include the 
Epperson vs. Arkansas trial in 1964 con
cerning the prosecution of Susan Epperson 
for teaching Darwinism in her class room, 
and also to appeal the “anti-evolution” 
statute which the State of Arkansas 
adopted in 1928 to prohibit the teaching 
in its public schools and universities of 
the theory that man evolved from other 
species of life. The initial statute was the 
result of a fundamentalist Christian soci
ety that believed that Darwinism was con
tingent on a belief system. Mr. Justice 
Stewart, a judge in the Epperson case 
concluded: “The States are most assur
edly free ‘to choose their own curricu- 
lums for their own schools.’ A State is 
entirely free, for example, to decide that 
the only foreign language to be taught in 
its public school system shall be Spanish. 
But would a State be constitutionally free 
to punish a teacher for letting his students 
know that other languages are also spo
ken in the world? I think not...[It is an
other thing however] for a State to make

it a criminal offense for a public school 
teacher so much as to mention the very 
existence of an entire system of respected 
human thought... I conclude that the stat
ute before us is invalid under the Four
teenth Amendment.”

In correlation, The New Yorker only 
just assessed this controversy in an ar
ticle called "Devolution," affirming, 
“Meanwhile, proposals hostile to evolu
tion are being considered in more than 
twenty states; earlier this month; a bill 
was introduced into the New York State 
Assembly calling for instruction in intel
ligent design for all public-school stu
dents.” Clearly implying that evolution 
is under the gun in many communities 
across America, and its opponent is also 
being gone over with a fine tooth comb, 
so that we, as a general society, can find 
a base knowledge about our origins.

When asking Dr. Jack Kirkley if Truth 
is a tremendous and heavy responsibil
ity, to educate evolution and discuss its 
opponent with his students, he replied, 
“You could take the attitude that you 
will simply address the very strict and 
straight content, evolutionary content, 
with no mention or recognition of a con
troversy that society is still dealing with, 
creationism vs. evolution. You could 
choose not to address that at all and feel 
completely justified in doing that 
because you are only teaching science. 
However, in my personal choice, it is 
important that students know that a con
troversy continues to go on, long after 
Darwin proposed his theory that we 

now have very strong sup
port for.’The question ar
rives “To teach or not to 
teach” but especially “what 
to teach?” It’s not simply a 
question of what one would 
want their own child to 
learn. Rather, from the po
sition of the most objective 
science teacher, how do I 
teach every body’s child 
without bias, with only sci
entific and empirical evi
dence at the heart of the 
class room? The legal sys
tem has been called down 
on both sides of a dispute 
that asks “religion and state, 
can we mingle them?”
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