Bill Kopf


Creating Fair Education

As I was reading through the article, “Girl Meets Bluegill”, Gustave, the primordial alligator, sparked a series of thoughts that got me wondering where he came from and ultimately resulted in my consideration of the theory of Intelligent Design being taught in public schools. Debate concerning this issue has been progressively heating since about 1990. The theory of Intelligent Design has as much, if not more, merit than the theory of the Big Bang therefore it should have a place in the science classroom.
 One of the more recent disputes was formally held at the Dover Intelligent Design trial in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. It was recommended by members of the school board in Dover (the defendants) that Creationism be taught along with the Big Bang theory. The plaintiffs (disgruntled parents) justified their argument by claiming that the teaching of Intelligent Design violated the first amendment of the United States Constitution. Judge John Jones ruled in favor of the plaintiffs and “forcefully noted that Intelligent Design is not science” (Mirsky, 2006, P.3). This is certainly debatable. The following paragraphs will demonstrate the scientific aspect of Creationism.

There are several scientific theories that are in favor of Creationism. One of the more prominent theories is commonly referred to as Irreducible Complexity, which states that we as humans can survive without ears, fingers, or many other parts -- these luxuries are not vital to our survival -- but irreducibly complex organisms cannot survive with any single biological asset missing. Dr. Michael Behe relates these microscopic organisms to a mousetrap. The mousetrap is made up of a few basic components; the crushing mechanism, platform, spring, and holding bar. Behe states that “You can’t catch a mouse with just a platform, then add a spring, and catch a few more mice, then add a holding bar and catch a few more” (2002, P.1). Irreducibly complex organisms could not have mutated through the process of natural selection because all the elements that constitute these organisms must be in place, functioning at the same time for them to sustain life. 
Irreducible Complexity is only one of many scientific arguments for Intelligent Design. These arguments have nothing to do with faith and are strictly scientific; therefore, the first amendment does not apply to them. Church and state are still separate in this case because the theory of Intelligent Design is no more a religion than the Big Bang theory. After all, it does take a certain amount of faith to believe that matter created itself.

In any situation where the fact of the matter is unknown, all possible theories are usually presented. That is the process by which we arrive at scientific conclusions. An adequate example if this is a trial - like the one in Harrisburg. The fact of the matter in the case of how we came to be is that nobody is truly 100% sure. When that happens, we develop theories. Should we develop only one theory and present it as a fact to all the young inquiring minds around the world? I don’t believe so. We should give students more credit than that. We should present both theories, Creation and Big Bang, and leave the student to decide what he or she believes without imposing our own beliefs on them.
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