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For thousands of years religions have provided persuasive explana-
tions for the mysteries of the world around us. Who could blame the
eskimos for believing that the aurora were spirits dancing in the sky?

Or Native Americans that a hurricane like Katrina was the act of a vengeful
Thunderbird god?

But scientific knowledge in recent centuries has provided godless expla-
nations for these phenomena, and the gaps in which gods can exist have
narrowed. When Charles Darwin’s theory of evolution by natural selection
proposed that humans were descended from apes, it stripped God’s pivotal
role as the creator of life. 

Nevertheless, the creation of Man has remained a central tenet of reli-
gious belief even though evidence in support of evolution has continued to
grow. Every day scientists witness evolution in the lab when they set up
conditions that favour the development of characteristics like insecticide
resistance in insects, for example.

While it is not surprising that some fundamentalists are still denying the
validity of evolution, it is worrying that their numbers are gaining strength
through the rise of the “intelligent design” movement. ID has evolved from
the “creation science” movement, which clung fast to a literal interpreta-
tion of the biblical account of creation while exploiting uncertainties in
scientific evidence for evolution.

ID is a Trojan Horse for creationism. It does not claim that evolution
doesn’t occur. Rather, it claims that natural selection is God’s way of tinkering
with his original creation. 

ID departs further from science when it claims that complex structures
such as the eye could not have evolved if evolution occurs stepwise through
a series of random mutations. Instead, ID argues that an “intelligent designer”
must have created something as complex as the eye. 

ID rests its case here, throwing down the challenge for scientists to provide
proof of a stepwise development of the complex eye from a light-sensitive
spot. But this is difficult as eyes and light-sensing spots don’t fossilise well.

The debate seems to stop here. The scientists return to their labs to mutate
some more insects, while ID’s followers return to their quest to find God. 

But until God reveals Itself they cannot prove that their intelligent designer
even exists. Somehow they are absolved of the onus of proof in the debate.

While the central tenet of ID remains unprovable, the movement is still
attracting influential supporters. In recent months US President George W.
Bush and Australian Science Minister Dr Brendan Nelson have supported the
teaching of ID in schools alongside evolution (see p.32).

This is a huge mistake. ID is an article of religious faith. If it is to be taught,
it should only be in the context of religion. 

If our leaders allow ID to be taught in science classes it will give it un-
warranted legitimacy in the impressionable minds of future generations.

ABOUT THE COVER
Nanotechnology is the next great frontier of science. Already
nanotech products are on the market, with revenue from the
industry quadrupling in the past 4 years. However, research
has revealed unique health concerns arising from nanoparti-
cles, with authorities now examining whether special regula-
tory measures are required to oversee the industry (see p.14).

EDITORIAL

Ja
m

ie
Tu

fr
ey


