Written in response to the linked article on Space.com

http://www.space.com/searchforlife/seti_devore_evolution_050210.html
>  -----Original Message-----

> From: 
Gardner, Bryan J.  (NSSD)  

> Sent:
Thursday, February 10, 2005 12:17 PM

> To:
'education@seti.org'

> Subject:
Space.com article - Edna Devore

> 

> Edna Devore,

> 

> I appreciated your Teach Evolution article on Space.com today, written 

> while flying from SF to NYC. Good style.

> 

> I'm sure you're getting a lot of emails from the religious wing 

> regarding this article, so for that context, I personally come from 

> the camp that says "I guess we'll find out for sure when we die... but 

> I'm going to keep trying to find out now, because it's interesting to 

> me." At this point, Intelligent Design seems to settle with the most 

> credibility. I am an engineer, and I am also involved with education, 

> though it is on the university level and is engineering oriented.

> 

> Speaking of tectonic plate shifts, dinosaurs, and fossils in Africa... 

> it's sound history and archeology. Speaking of genetic mutation 

> leading to adaptation of species to their environment... it's sound 

> theory and science. I appreciate that you focused in on these factors 

> (those that we actually have scientific experimentation to support, 

> and not just theoretic extrapolation). This is what ought to be taught 

> in schools.

> 

> You didn't move to the touchy issue of the genesis of life (a wise 

> decision). However, when dealing with national standards of public education, very few people are able to restrain themselves from promoting their own "belief" of the origins of life. There is the belief of Divine Creation that is clearly identified as a "belief." Their scientific foundation is neither refutable, nor stands confirmed. At the same time, We must not forget that those who believe in Spontaneous Generation are on equally questionable scientific standing. Genetic mutation is a slam dunk according to science. Spontaneous Generation though... we can't verify spontaneous generation in a laboratory any more than a religionist can verify an angelic visitation in a cathedral. We've tried, and so far we're without success. Just like with Divine Creation, Spontaneous Generation stands neither confirmed, nor refuted. Even though Spontaneous Generation claims "science" as their support, we must remain aware that it is no more supported through experimentation than Divine Creation.

> 

> Both Divine Creation and Spontaneous Generation are "beliefs." Both 

> are circulated in our society. Concerning public education, they both 

> ought to be taught as "beliefs." Neither merits "scientific" 

> preference over the other, because neither is confirmed or refuted 

> through scientific experimentation. I don't think it is necessary to 

> eliminate "belief" from public school systems. I think it is healthy 

> to address belief appropriately in public schools, and to identify 

> them as such... as "beliefs" that we really don't know for sure one 

> way or another. I think the beliefs of Divine Creation, Spontaneous 

> Generation, (and my personal belief) Intelligent Design, are all worth 

> being addressed in a science chapter regarding the origins of life. We 

> can categorize them all under the heading of "What we really don't 

> know for sure about the Origin of Life." Or maybe "Guesses about the 

> Origin of Life."

> 

> I acknowledged at the beginning that you didn't touch on the genesis 

> of life. The form in which you speak of Evolution is that which is supported by science. It is the principle of selective adaptation, and is applicable to biological life, as well as business, culture, and so forth (even religious belief). Currently, our culture tends to lump Spontaneous Generation right in with Evolution. I wanted to write, to reinforce the distinction between the two. I believe it would be healthy to implant a distinction between the two in our education systems. In education, it is one thing to ensure that we pass on what we have learned, but we must be cautious against passing on error. Just as we want to avoid passing on superstition associated with religion, we also ought to avoid passing on superstition associated with "science.">

> 

> You are actively involved with education, and you are making a 

> difference. I want to add my support to the difference you are making, 

> and contribute what I can to ensure that the difference you make 

> achieves the greatest good. I send this to express my appreciation for 

> the way you dealt with the issue, and to encourage you to continue to 

> be  a proponent of education concerning all possibilities of what may 

> actually be our origins, and to not allow ourselves to swing to one 

> bias or another. Let us support science, as it really is. Let us avoid 

> promulgating "beliefs" as anything more certain than the beliefs that 

> they are, no matter what the origin of the belief.

> 

> Respectfully,

> 

> Bryan Gardner

> Northrop Grumman Space Systems

> (626) 812-4117

> bryan.gardner@ngc.com

> 

> http://www.space.com/searchforlife/seti_devore_evolution_050210.html
