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Kitzmiller Dover

A “ hypothetical reasonable observer,” adult or child, who is “ aware of the history and context of the
community and forum” is also presumed to know that ID is a form of creationism. The evidence at trial
demonstrates that ID is nothing less than the progeny of creationism.

William Dembski  "The Design Revolution" 4 Is intelligent design a cleverly

disguised form of scientific creationism? (
Dembski

Intelligent design needs to be distinguished from creation science or scientific creationism. The most
obvious difference is that scientific creationism has prior religious commitments whereas intelligent design
does not. Scientific creationism is committed to two religious presuppositions and interprets the data of
science to fit those presuppositions. Intelligent design, by contrast, has no prior religious commitments and
interprets the data of science on generally accepted scientific principles. In particular, intelligent design
does not depend on the biblical account of creation. The two presuppositions of scientific creationism are as
follows:



« There exists a supernatural agent who creates and orders the world.

« The biblical account of creation recorded in Genesis is scientifically accurate.

(p. 41)

"What is Creation Science?"
Henry Morris Gary Parker Dembski

Creation Science, therefore, is a perfectly valid area of scientific study. The Creation Model is as legitimate
a scientific model as the Evolution Model. In fact, we believe we can show it to be a better scientific model,
but readers can make their own judgments on that score, after they have read the book.

In this book, we have tried to present in summary form some of the main scientific evidences supporting the
Creation Model. We have not used theological literature or arguments only science.

Creationists believe that both scientific creationism and scientific evolutionism should be taught in public
schools, but not religious creationism or the humanistic and pantheistic implications of evolutionism.

Dembski
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6 4 A comparison of these two
lists shows that intelligent design and scientific creationism differ markedly in content. ( 2

)

Dembski 4 (p-41)

1. Specified complexity and irreducible complexity are reliable indicators or hallmarks of design.



2. Biological systems exhibit specified complexity and employ irreducibly complex subsystems.

3. Naturalistic mechanisms or undirected causes do not suffice to explain the origin of specified
complexity or irreducible complexity.

4. Therefore, intelligent design constitutes the best explanation for the origin of specified complexity
and irreducible complexity in biological systems.

Michael Behe

By irreducibly complex | mean a single system composed of several well-matched, interacting parts that
contribute to the basic function, wherein the removal of any one of the parts causes the system to
effectively cease functioning. An irreducibly complex system cannot be produced directly (that is, by
continuously improving the initial function, which continues to work by the same mechanism) by slight,
successive modifications of a precursor system, because any precursor to an irreducibly complex system
that is missing a part is by definition nonfunctional. (Darwin’ s Black Box, pp. 39).

Morris Parker

Perhaps the biggest problem for evolutionists is “ the marvelous fit of organisms to their environment.” As
| mentioned in the first chapter, an adaptation often involves a whole group of traits working together, and
none of the individual pieces has any survival value (* Darwinian fitness” ) until the whole set is
functioning together. (pp. 84)

Creationists and evolutionists agree that adaptations such as the woodpecker’ s skull, cleaning symbiosis,
and the bombardier beetle’ s cannon all have survival value. The question, then, is not one of survival
value or fitness, but rather, how did these adaptations originate: by time and chance or by design and
creation. When it comes to adaptations that require several traits all depending on one another, the more
logical inference from the evidence seems to be creation. (pp. 86)



(pp. 86)
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1. There was a sudden creation of the universe, energy and life from nothing.

2. Mutations and natural selection are insufficient to bring about the development of all living kinds from
a single organism.

3. Changes of the originally created kinds of plants and animals occur only within fixed limits.
4. There is a separate ancestry for humans and apes.

5. The earth’ s geology can be explained via catastrophism, primarily by the occurrence of a
worldwide flood.

6. The earth and living kinds had a relatively recent inception (on the order of thousands or tens of
thousands of years).

6 Morris
Parker

The question of the date of creation is separate and distinct from the question of the fact of creation. The
basic evidences supporting the Creation Model -- for example, the laws of thermodynamics, the complex
structures of living organisms, the universal gaps between types in both the living world and the fossil
record -- are all quite independent of the time of creation. Whether the world is ten thousand years old or
ten trillion years old, these and other evidences all point to creation, not to evolution, as the best
explanation of origins. (p. 253)

The fact is, however, that the question of the age of the earth and the universe, while an important question
in its own right, is quite independent of the question of creation or evolution, at least as far as the facts of
science are concerned. (p. 253)



"The Design Revolution" Henry Morris Dembski

Biblical literalism is simply not an issue for intelligent design because the problem of explaining biological
complexity holds independently of the age of the earth or one’s interpretation of Genesis.

Dembski
Dembski

"The Cincinnati Enquirer”
Stephen Meyer

« First, | suggested--speaking as an advocate of the theory of intelligent design--that Ohio not require
students to know the scientific evidence and arguments for the theory of intelligent design, at least
not yet.

. Instead, | proposed that Ohio teachers teach the scientific controversy about Darwinian evolution.
Teachers should teach students about the main scientific arguments for and against Darwinian
theory. And Ohio should test students for their understanding of those arguments, not for their assent
to a point of view.

. Finally, | argued that the state board should permit, but not require, teachers to tell students about
the arguments of scientists, like Lehigh University biochemist Michael Behe, who advocate the
competing theory of intelligent design.

Lehigh University Michael Behe



Morris Parker

Nevertheless, evolutionism has been taught almost exclusively in the public schools for decades. This
obviously unfair situation has been defended by saying that evolution is science. The fact is, however, that
the Creation Model fits the real facts of science at least as well as the Evolution Model, as we have tried to
show in this book. At the very least, the two should be considered as equally valid scientific alternatives.
The evidences and arguments on each side, pro and con, should all be presented in the schools, letting the
students then make their own choice as to which model they believe best fits the available data. If evolution
is really as scientific as evolutionists maintain, they would surely have nothing to fear from such a
two-model approach. Creationists are perfectly willing to let the issue be decided on the basis of the
scientific evidence alone, so why aren’ t the evolutionists.

Haeckel
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The American Spectator
Granville Sewell
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