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nAnd he called the light Day..." Gen.l:5

nI am the light of the world. He that-followeth me walketh
not in darkness, but shall have the light of life." John 812

—— DAYLIGHT —
e IS5 = zwoluntaty lay educational initiative £for a

Catholic creation-science society, being funded by
 subscriptions, donations and sales of publications.
e CONTINUES the work of the former 'Counter-Evolution
Group', and its publication 'DAYLIGHT', founded in 19
by the late John Campbell, who died in 1986. R.Z1.Z5.

e UPHOLDS the traditional doctrines of the GCatholic
Church relating to Creation, Scripture, the nature of
Man, and the status of Science, as taught by e.g.

Councils (4th Lateran 2351 Trent (1546,
vatican I [1870] :

Encyclicals ("Providentissimus Deus 118531 1=0 XTI,
"pascendl dominici gregis" [1907] St.Pius X,
"Spiritus Paraclitus" [1920] Benedict XV,

\

" Humani generis" [1950] Pius XII. )
e PROMOTES links with other Catholic groups =That support

i

its aims, e.g. "Catholic Origins Society of Bmerica”.

e RECEIVES information from leading Creaticn Science
organisations, €.g. 'Creation Science Movement',
'Institute for Creation Research' [USAE]
‘Creation Science Foundation' [Australia].
e _ ARRANGES public and private.lectures and meetings.
¢ PUBLISHES and distributes a quarterly magazine -DAYLIGHT

to over 200 people in 16 countries world-wide.

. e PROVIDES a mail-order  service of books,. literature,
“tapes. and videos, and an advice service for information
and resources.

e WELCOMES new supporters from the Hierarchy, Clergy,
Religious, Scientists, Doctors, Scholars, Teachers,
Students and Layfolk.



. EDITORIAL

Just a year ago, I published an impressive article by
Fr.David Becker [DAYLIGHT #9] calling for "intellectual
conversion" on the creation/evolution issue. In this
issue, you may read of his initiative in forming MORNING
STAR and its newsletter WATCHMAKER in the USA. We assure
him of many prayers for its success. o

The highlight of DAYLIGHT's third year was the lecture tour
of Gerry Keane. Another notable feature was the letter and
literature about DAYLIGHT sent to the Catholic. Hierarchy of
England and Wales, which produced some positive replies-and
no negative ones. We hope to extend this enterprise during
this year.

Two very important events were the production of the video
of Guy Berthault's experiments on sedimentology [DAYLIGHT -
#11] and the launching of the Catholic Origins Society of
America.

The 'office' receives an 'irregular trickle' of inguiries,
orders and correspondence from world-wide. Although video
sales fell by more than half compared with 1992/3, book and
tape sales more than doubled. Donations also fell, though
there has been an encouraging response recently with the
renewal of subscriptions. Many thanks for all these.

The principal article in this issue concerns the new
'Catechism of the Catholic Church', and its teachings on
- Origins. I should make it clear that the interpretations of
the CCC expressed in this issue are opinions of the
writers, only in relation to the subjects referred to 1in
the articles, and not to other aspects of the Catechism. .

A new feature of DAYLIGHT appears in the shape of selected
extracts from "The Daily .Telegraph“. I hope to continue
this column in future issues. If anyone would care to
produce a similar collection of relevant cuttings from
other periodicals, such as "The Universe" and "Catholic
Times", it would gladly be considered for inclusion. Those
interested in keeping up with specifically scientifiG news
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should subscribe to the journal "Creation®”, which includes
extracts from "New Scientist", "Nature" and “Scientific
American". Subscription is £6 per annum; sample sent free.
Creation Science Movement

50 Brecon Avenue, Portsmouth PO6 2AW, England.

May I encourage readers to respond to items in the Press,
especially in Catholic papers, yourselves ? I can help
supply information for references, most easily done via a
phone call, but regret that time is not sufficient for me
to compose letters myself 'on demand'. If there are readers
who do have time, perhaps they could help provide this .
valuable service. Details could be sent to me by the
reader, and I could direct them to a suitable volunteer
correspondent. Please let me know if this interests you.

My home phone number is 0727 868427. Please avoid phoning
during school hours in term time, as I will not be there !

My apologies for the delay in this issue owing to workload,
and that the article on 'The Six Days of Creation' has had
to be postponed. Although it has been possible (Deo Gratias)
to publish 4 issues a year in the past, I do not promise
them on specified months - more realistically, they are -
better related to the seasons. Conseguently, you may expect
Number 14 to appear sometime over the British winter -
which, of course, is much longer than our summer !

Finally, my thanks for your wonderful encouragement and
prayers over the first three years of DAYLIGHT, and best
wishes for Christmas and the New Year to you, your families
and friends. A.N.

ARTICLES FOR PUBLICATION

Readers preparing material for possible inclusion are
asked to present them in A5 format, suitable for direct
copy. This is a great help to the Editor. Many thanks!

Please accept that unsolicited articles may be edited,
filed for later use, or declined. The Editor needs to
consider length, balance, relevance, timeliness and
quality, and publication will be discretionary. Articles
will be returned if requested.
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EVOLUTION IN THE NEW CATECHISM ?

The Editor

Until now, I have refrained fram commenting on the new
'Catechism of the Catholic Church' ['CCC'] as reports had
reached me that it (a) clearly taught theistic evolution,
(b) definitely did not support evolution, or (c) never
mentioned the subject ! Recent study of the English
edition has thrown light on this baffling situation, as
there is some truth in each viewpoint. This short article
is intended to explain, and comment .on, this apparent
paradox.

Evolution isn't mentioned !

This seems to be true ! Consulting the 48-page subject
index, one finds 53 references to ‘'Creation! but none to
Evolution. But nor are there any references to Cammunism,
Marxism, Nazism, Humanism, Protestantism or Fundamentalism!
Does this not reflect the non-condemnatory ‘'pastoral’
attitude shown in the documents of Vatican II: a ‘positive’
approach intended to proclaim Catholic teaching rather than
attack errors and anathematise heretics ? When such
patently anti-Christian philosophies escape even a mention,
would it not have been bizarre to have singled out
Darwinism ? Also, to condemn ‘'Evolution' would demand an
exact definition of the word. (The lack of clear
distinctions is a regrettable feature of the CCC). This
would raise a host of debatable points - 'micro-' or 'macro-
evolution', the 'fact' or the 'mechanismh!, the limits of a
Genesis kind, the cause of the fossils, radioactive dating,
the age of the Earth, etc. etc. These are surely not
matters on which we should expect the Church to pronounce,
unless the scientific point at issue necessarily conflicts
with faith or morals. The fact that the CCC does not
condemn evolutionary hypotheses does not constitute
approval of them, any more than ‘Humani Generis' did by
permitting research and discussion back in 1950. '

Two such -theories which Pope Pius XII did reject were (a)
the idea that the human soul could have evolved, and (b)
the theory of polygenism. In 1909, the Biblical Commission
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adopted a similar approach by affirming the relevant
doctrines which must be upheld, rather than condemn
scientific theories directly. These rulings, although not
cited as such, are substantially and explicitly confirmed
in the CCC. Most readers would agree that the research of
the past 40 years amply justifies the Church officially
reaffirming that Adam was specially created, body and soul,
by God , as the notion of bodily evolution of man from
animal has no support from Scripture, Tradition or Science,
and is contrary to right reason.

It could also be noted here that the Index to the Documents
of Vatican II includes neither Creation nor Evolution !
The CCC devotes 33 pages (paragraphs 279-421) to the
doctrines of Creation and the Fall, following sections on
God, Revelation, Sacred Scripture and Faith. Since the
issue of Origins was not part of Vatican II, the doctrine
in the Catechism can only be derived from Scripture and
Tradition, and cannot be construed as evolutionary.

The Catechism praises Evolution, and reduces Genesis to
mere symbolism.

The first part of this extraordinary assertion is based on
a presumed implication of paragraph 283:

The question about the origins of the world and of
man has been the object of many scientific studies
which have spendidly enriched our knowledge of the age
and dimensions of the cosmos, the development of life-
forms and the appearance of man, These discoveries
invite us to even greater admiration for the greatness
of the Creator, prompting us to give him thanks for all
his works and for the understanding and wisdom he gives
to scholars and researchers. With Solomon they can
say: "It is he who gave me unerring knowledge of what
exists, to know the structure of the world and the
activity of the elements... for wisdom, the fashioner
of all things, taught me."

The flattering tone towards scientists suggests to me an
attempt to display a positive Papal attitude to Science,
part of the same strategy as the (misguided) ploy of
‘rehabilitating Galileo', to try to dispel the caommon slur
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that Catholicism is the enemy of Scientific ProgressS.- Be
that as it may, the fact that the majority of scientists
pelieve in evolution does not prove that the CCC is hereb):
incorporating their opinions into Catholic dogma  °
Evolutionary theories (which ?) are certainly not ‘unerring
knowledge' - many philosophers and scientists would deny
that 'evolution' is knowledge, or even that it is science !
"The age' might mean 'x million years', but X 1s
undoubtably an unknown number. ‘Development' is not an

acceptable synonym  for ‘evolution'  (or  better
:"transformism'), and 'the appearance of man' might mean b)'/
Special Creation ! In fact, the most valid 'discoveries

of science in regard to origins have abundantly shown that
the facts ('knowledge') deny evolution. Many scientists
professing such naturalistic myths do so through ignorance
or even anti-religious prejudice. How can we credit the
Creator for giving them ‘understanding and wisdom' ? How
can the 'discoveries' of evolution, which in principle deny
any supernatural causation, "invite us to even greater
admiration for the greatness of the Creator." ? It 18
absurd and impious to thank God for pramoting evolutionlsm !

Incidentally, while the Pope heaps praises on scientists’
for their contribution to our understanding of the Creator:
I have yet to read of evolutionists thanking the Pope for
the contribution of Catholic theology to their scientifiC
research !

We recall that ‘Humani Generis', cited seven times in the
ccc, did allow research to continue, and this Encyclical 18
still to be considered in force. Paragraph 283 18
regrettably ambiguous, but could best be clarified and
validated, in my opinion, by the insertion of the WOFd
Creationist before ‘'scholars' ! To infer that ths
paragraph teaches that man evolved from animals requires

confirmation from other contexts, such as those relating to

the interpretation of Genesis.
But the Catechism teaches that Genesis is symbolic !

True - but not the whole truth. Symbolic language is indeed
used in respect of the six days of divine ‘work', &C

‘breathing' into Adam's nostrils , the 'tree of knowledge «
God ‘resting' on the seventh day. It might lead to heresy
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to deny that certain statements were only symbolic (e.g. to
insist that God the Father must have lungs, and therefore a
body, and not,pure Spirit.) But the CCC never says only
symbolic. The historical/literal meaning is not denied by
asserting that there is an allegorical sense. This is a
perfectly Catholic attitude, found in St.Thomas Aquinas, and
explained in ‘paragraphs 115-119 of the  CCC. Further
references to the Authorship, inerrancy and unity of the
Scriptures reaffirm traditional teachings, giving no
justification for treating Genesis as mythical. Paragraph
289 emphasises: : :
" ,,-. Among all the Scriptural texts about creation, the
first three chapters  of Genesis occupy a unigue
place...Read in the light of Christ, within the unity
of Sacred Scripture and_ in the living Tradition of the
Church, these texts remain the principal source for
catechesis on the mysteries of the ‘"beginning":
_creation, fall, and promise of salvation.

The OCC is supportiire of creationism.

This is the conclusion of G.J.Keane, whose article
documenting this view is gratefully included in this issue. .
It would be superfluous to rehearse his thorough research in
this article. I would just add that the account of Creation
and. the. Fall in :the CCC seem to me to affirm the authentic
traditional interpretation of Genesis. I found not the
slightest hint that Adam's parents should be understood to
have been animals. -

The CCC refers to Abel, Noah, the Flood, eight persons being
saved, the dove, Babel as real people and events, and even
mentions that the patriarchs and prophets are honoured as
saints. Unfortunate though paragraph 283 may be, when viewed
as a whole, to believe in the evolution of man would seem to
imply ‘a denial.-of the teachings- of the CCC on Creation and

Scripture.

In view of the above facts, DAYLIGHT wishes to draw the
attention of Catholic teachers, priests and hierarchies to
these words from paragraph 282:

wcatechesis on creation is of major importance. It
concerns the very foundations of human and Christian life.."
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Catechism Of The Catholic Church
Relevance 1'o The Origins Debate

Enclosed is a list of relevant paragraphs in the new Catechism which refer in some o
way to the Origins Debate. The list may not be complete but nevertheless it could
be useful for reference.

While the Catechism does not specifically reject evolution per se it does teach that .
Adam and Eve were the first human beings and parents of all mankind, and so the
overall thrust is supportive of creationism. The term “evolution” is not even included -
in the Index, and I have not found it in the text, but the subject of Creation has an
extensive listing on page 763 of the Index. In my opinion, the contents of the
Catechism also harmonize well with arguments which support a young Universe.

As will be shown, this Magisterial document (now part of Catholic Tradition) actually
poses insurmountable problems for Catholic proponents of theistic evolution and for
the idea of Progressive Creation. - It can be promoted as a clearly Magisterial
document released by Pope John Paul 11, and thus superseding any of his previous
non-Magisterial comments on the question of Origins. Given the thrust of the -
declarations in the Catechism, it may even be appropriate {o assert that “Rome has
spoken™ .

What are the sections in the Catechism most likely to be cited by Catholic
evolutionists in support of their views? These seem to be those paragraphs where the
use of symbolism in Genesis is accepted [see paras 337, 362, 701}, and the general
Origins discussion notes [283-285]. But even here some very good points can be
made in rebuttal. : : '

Bias in favour either of evolution or of the long ages should not be imposed upon
Scripture and then used as presuppositions to determine the various senses in Genesis.
Without macroevolution, the idea of long ages of the Universe is pointless and without
the long ages, evolution is impossible. :

The creationist material in the Catechism may help satisfy the call of Cardinal
Ratzinger (Austria, May 1989) for the redevelopment of Creation theology, as a
matter of high priority, to counter the harm done by evolutionism,

(The two Bible references given in the enclosed comments are taken from the Revised
Standard Version, copyright 1973 edition.)

G J Keane

Meibourne
» October 1994
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Catechism Of The Catholic Church

The Existence Of God

The Catechism [paragraphs 36,4 1,286] teaches that “God ... can be known with
certainty from the created world by the natural light of human reason”. Reference is
made to Genesis 1:27, which states that male and female human beings were made in
the image of God and thus possess abstract reasoning.

Faith And Science

We are told [159] that, “Though faith is above reason, there can never be any real
discrepancy between faith and reason. Since the same God who reveals mysteries and
infuses faith has bestowed the light of reason on the human mind, God cannot deny
“himself, nor can truth ever contradict truth "

Inerrancy

The wealth of material in [105-157) confirms that complete inerrancy of Scripture,
rather than limited inerrancy, is the true teaching of the Catholic Church. God is the
principal author of Scripture who “can neither deceive nor be deceived” [156). He is
thus incompatible with error.  So why would He allow the sacred writers fo
. incorporate efrors in their writings?

“The truth about creation is so important for all of human life that God in his
tendemess wanted to reveal to his People everything that is salutary to know on the
subject.” [287] “Faith is certain ... it is founded on the very word of God who caanot
lie”. {157] ““The human authors of the sacred books ... consigned to writing whatever
he wanted written, and no more.” [105-107]) Thus, complete inerrancy of Scripture is
the true teaching of the Catholic Church [121,136] and must be defended absolutely.
The idea of limited inerrancy is erroneous and contrary (o Tradition.

Trugg!oghinggs Of God

“In all his works, God displays ... his trustworthiness ... faithfulness and truth”. {214]
“God’s very being is Truth and Love.” (231} Christ proved his trustworthiness in
everything he did or said, and his assurance to Martha and Mary about Lazarus was
kept in spectacular fashion. What a way {0 keep a promise - their brother was actually
raised from the dead! And we know with certainty that the Redeemer’s promise, that
the Church founded by him would be protected from teaching doctrinal error, is still
true after two thousand years.
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So why not trust the Creator? Why not trust God 1o give us at least a partial account .
of what actually happened at the time of creation? Just as we can only be informed
about the nature of the Trinity [237,249] so also we can only be informed _3"{0“‘ the
events of creation. Otherwise we could not know what happened. Genesis 1s not a
scientific textbook but was intended by the sacred writer(s) to be understood as an
historical document. Its historicity was accepted by the Church Fathers and ought to
be accepted by those who claim loyalty to Catholic Tradition.

Original Sin And Death

The indispensable teaching on death, reiterated so strongly in Tradition, once agan
features strongly in the new Catechism. “Sin came into the world through one man
[Adam] and death through sin ...” [402] Created “in harmony with himsell and
with the creation around him, in a state that would be surpassed only by the glory of
the new creation in Christ” [374], man “would not have to suffer or die” [376] if only
Adam had chosen obedience. '

Tranquillity of order was lost by the sin of Adam and “human nature ... is wounded in
the natural powers proper to it” [405] And the creation once deemed good by God
now groans in travail. The whole cosmos was affected: “The creation waits with
eager longing ... in hope because the creation itself will be set free from its bondage to
decay.” [1046]

The theory of biological evolution demands that there must have been many so-calied
“ancestors™ who all died before the time of Adam. But this idea is irreconcilable with
the doctrine of Original Sin. “Death makes its entrance into human history™ [400]
only after the disobedience of Adam. The truth is that “God did not make death, aqd
he does not delight in the death of the living”. [413] “Even though man's nature 1s
mortal, God had destined him not to die” [1008] but the “obedience of Jesus lunt?
death on behalf of fallen mankind] has transformed the curse of death into a blessing”.
(1009}

Thus, the Fall was no trivial event and the doctrine of Original Sin is of central
importance to Christianity. ~As well as being defined at Councils of Orange and Trent
[406], this Catechism reaffirms it in unmistakable terms: “The Church, Whic}‘ has
the mind of Christ, knows very well that we cannot tamper with the revelation of
original sin without undermining the mystery of Christ.” [389]

Polygenism

As noted above, the process of naturalistic evolution requires many first Parcnts
instead of a single human pair but a theistic evolutionist could of course claim that
God intervened to tinker with the genetic process and thus produce the first huma,n
being.  This strategy avoids the problem of death but it cannot account for Eve’s
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origin, It has nothing to do with #“evolution” as commonly understood in society, and
there is also an unacceptably high cost involved for the theistic evolutionary position.
" The original goal of theistic evolution - seeking (o synthesize naturalistic evolution
with Catholic theology - has had to be abandoned in favour of invoking divine
intervention, thus standing open to the charge of anthropomorphism.

The Catechism twice [28,360] quotes Acts 17:26-28: “From one ancestor |God]
made all nations to inhabit the whole earth...”  This quotation strongly suggests a
reference to one person, not plural, but various Bibles are unclear on this point. That
the Catechism refers to a single person is confirmed in footnote number 226
{360} which cites Tobit 8:6, “Thou madest Adam and gave him Eve his wife as a
hélper and support. From them the race of mankind bas sprung ...” Thus, the
“one ancestor” could only be Adam. This is also confirmed in [359] which quotes
St John Chrysostom, “St Paul tells us that the human race takes its origin from two
men: Adam and Christ ... The first man, Adam, ...was made by the last Adam”  This
Catechism clearly teaches that polygenism is irreconcilable with Catholic Tradition.

. Tradition

“Read the Scripture within “the living Tradition of the whole Church.” | 113)
“Sacred Tradition, Sacred Scripture, and the Magisterium of the Church are so
ronnacied and ~~tatiatad “t2f one of them cannot stand without the others.
Working together ... they all contribute effectively to the salvation of souls.” (95] See
also [78-87].

Tradition is an integral part of the Catholicism and cannot be distorted to barmonize

~ with the mistaken notion of evolution. But the Pontifical Academy of Sciences are

strongly in favour of evolution and of an age for the Universe of billions of years.

_But the views presented by them no longer can claim conformity with Catholic
Tradition and are out of step with the Catechism.

Catechesis On Creation

The catechesis on creation is of major importance for “it concerns the very
“ foundations of human and Christian life.”[282] The Catechism even writes of “the
penmanence and universality of the question of origins.” [285] The very point of the
creation was not the Earth or the Universe but rather the creation of human beings
with rational souls'to know and love God: “For him the heavens and the earth, the
sea and all the rest of creation exist.” [358] We know that God created space, time
and matter from nothing [296-297] in an ordered creation [299) so why not allow Him
to implement the creation rapidly, not only to facilitate interdependence [340] in the
world of nature but also to hasten the central reason for the creation?
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Secondary Causes

“God grants his creatures not only their existence, but also the dignity of acting on
their own, of being causes and principles for each other, and thus of cooperating in the
accomplishment of his plan.” [306] “God is the first cause who operates in and
through secondary causes.” {308]

Those who support the long ages idea have long cited the grandeur of God using
secondary causes to bring about a very slow creation.  But they are forced time a_nd
again to abandon secondary causes for straight-out divine intervention when necessity
requires it. Example 1: To avoid Romans 5:12 and death brought on only by Adam,
one is forced to invoke intervention for the sudden “evolution” of Adam. Examplf% 2
How could the Solar System naturally take shape after a Big Bang gigantic exploston;
some planets and various moons actually rotate backwards from others. Secondary
causes per se cannot bring it about. Example 3: Comets are calculated to have an
upper limit of 10,000 years life span before disintegration. To harmonize this with an
age of billions of years, one is forced to invoke divine intervention again.

Secondary Causes arc really integral to the notion of direct Special Creation in a
“young” Universe. Interdependence requires that they be set in train efficiently and
quickly: “The sun and the moon, the cedar and the little flower, the eagle and fh?
sparrow [not to mention the myriad other life forms as well]: the spectacle of their-
countless diversities and inequalities tells us that no creature is self-sufficient.” [340]

Age Of The Universe

In [54] the Catechism says, “he manifested himself to our first parents from the very
beginning” and cites Romans 1:20 which reads, “Ever since the creation of the
world his invisible nature, namely, his eternal power and deity, has been clearly
perceived in the things that have been made. So they are without excuse ...”

Clearly perceived by whom since the creation of the world? The answer can only
be human beings, as we are the only form of life on Earth who possess abstract
reasoning. Therefore, does this not support a “young” Universe in which human
beings have existed since Day 67

According to the linked ideas of Progressive Creation and evolution, human beings
came upon the Earth millions of years after the original creation and long after animals
etc had evolved by struggle and chance survival.  Death by predators, violent
‘bloodshed and diseases must all by then have been a normal part of events on Earth.
But the Catechism negates all this however and reaffirms strongly that the whole
Universe, and not just man’s nature, was adversely affected by the sin of Adam. The
thrust of the Catechism supports the idea that otr first parents were directly created
upon an Earth which must have been in a state of high perfection everywhere. All of
which is quite inconsistent with an age of billions of years for the Universe.
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The Flood

Noah and the Flood are referred 2o in covenant context {56-58] and the Catechism
gives no indication that the Flood was anything other than a real event in history.
Theistic evolutionists and fong-agers usually are loath to grant credence (o the Flood
as a real event; to do so is inconsistent with the idea of Genesis being simply a
collection of religious myths. The Ark is mentioned in Gen. 9:10 and the historical
fact of the Flood is clearly part of God's rainbow covenant with Noah.

Response To Catholic Evolutionists:
Symbolism {337,362,701]

Paragraphs 115-120 discuss the various senses in which the meaning intended to be
conveyed by the sacred writer can be: understood. Mention is made of the profound
concordance of thes¢ senses. ‘The Catholic Church has long held that more than one
-sense may be discernible in certain passages of Holy Scripture.  Any claim that the
mention of symbolic senses constitutes a blow to creationism, is mistaken. In fact,
such claims have already been undermined by a Catholic long-ager, several years
before release of this Catechism.

Writing in A Summa of the Summa (ignatius Press 1990) Peter Kreefl, Professor of
Philosophy at Boston College, supported the Big Bang theory and an age of about 18
billion years for the Universe (pages 63,66,197,198). However, he also writes (p.48).

Modern hermeneutics (the science of interpretation) tends to create a great divide
between the Modemist Demythologizers, who interpret as merely symbeolic
whatever passages are too mitaculous or supernaturalistic for their philosophy to
stomach, and -the Fundamentalists, who in reaction to the Modemists tend to be
suspicious of all symbolism and confine themselves to literal interpretation of every
passage (except Jn 6:48-56).

St. Thomas cuts across this either/or and maintains that a passage could rightly be
interpreted both literally (“historically”) and symbelically (“spiritually”),
because God writes history as man writes words. That is, behind this hermeneutic
is a metaphysic: the sacramental view of nature and history, according to which
things and events as well as words can be signs as well as things, can be means by
which other things are signified and known as well as being things known
themselves. (italics in original, but emphasis added)

The-acceptance of symbolic senses, while also accepting the historical fact of literal-
as-given senses in Scripture, is not contradictory to the historicity of Genesis.
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Creation Catechesis [283.285}

Age and dimensions of the cosmos...

How much do human beings, with limited finite minds, actually know about the
Universe?
The B:g Bang idea is still under challenge, and Fr Stanley Jaki* acknowiedged that
there is a huge problem in the region of half million to onc million ycars ago
(according to the long ages time scale). (*Melbourne speech 1992)
Wbymespuﬂmphnsnawomdupmoaugtnspnnnmgwlflhcm
is billions of years old?

Similarly, why are comets still in existence, and whal credible source of

replenishment is there?

The riddies of the Solar System still defy explanation. To quote Fr Jaki: (same
Melboume speech) “They (astronomers?) have no idea of planetary formation!™
Could it be thal the Solar System was actually made the way it is by God, without
recourse (o later intervention?

Uniformitarianism is clearly invalid here on Earth, how can we assume it holds true
way out there beyond the Solar system.

It may be fallacious to link the vast distances of the Universe with vast pcnods of -

time. Can we be certain that we have arrived at thc correct conclusion, in linking
them?
The “appearance” of age in the Universe may be mnsleadmg Ten seconds after

“Adam was created in adult form he probably looked about 25 years old, and we

could mistakealy have thought that God was deceiving us with this inbuilt
appearance of age of Adam.

How can we adequately know all about the mysterious events which took place
during the creation? Can we with certainty reject the idea that God literally
“stretched out the heavens” in some gargantuan display of power during those
everits?  How can human beings ever know for sure about the details of these
non-repeatable events on this side of eternity?

Development of life-forms...

Many ‘in the past thought that “evolution” somehow gave rise to new and “higher”
life fooms. But modem specialists know enough about their fields of expertise t0
be sure that DNA has been designed in such a way that only microevolution
(genetic variation) can occur. The idea of macroevolution is inconsistent with the
type of creation chosen to be implemented by the Creator.

The missing links are missing right across the board, not just between apelike
creatures and human beings. And yet Darwin thought the numbers of intermediate
forms should be “inconceivably great”.
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The appearance of man...

¢ Which came first - the chicken or the egg? It must have been the chicken.
Similarly, Adam could only have come about (by special creation) in adult form.

* Polygenism is irreconcilable with Original Sin, and reiterated as such in the
Catechism.

¢ Body and rational soul are inseparable. “It is a human body precisely because it is
animated by a spiritual soul” [364].

¢ Interdependence of creatures, plants and atmosphere on Earth suggests a fairly
rapid succession of creative acts.

Pantheism.., _ .

* Challenges to the Christian faith by differing responses to origins eg Pantheism ...

 Teilhard de Chardin must be rejected by this standard - once again by the
Magisterium.

G J Keane
Melbourne
QOctober 1994

Lo gt
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Catechism Of The Catholic Church

(Emphasis in bold face and underlining have been added to highlight certain
points.) -

26  God reveals and gives himself to man, who searches for the ultimate meaning of
life.

27 Man must entrust himself to his creator.

28 St Paul is quoted from Acts 17:26-28: “From one ancestor [God] made all
nations to inhabit the whole earth...” .

30 Augustine.. “you have made us for yourself and our heart is restless until it rests
n you”

31,32 Ways of approaching God from creation - proofs for the existence of God
- in the sense of “converging and convincing arguments”.

- from the world - clearly perceived in things made
- from the human person - qualities of the spirit ‘

35 The proofs of God's existence can predispose one to faith and help one to see
that faith is not opposed to reason.

36  The Church teaches that God can be known with certainty from the )
created world by the natural light of human reason. Man has this ranacity
because he is created “in the image of God”. ‘

37 Humani Generis encyclical quoted: The human mind is hampered.... also by
disordered appetites which are the consequences of Original Sin.

41 God can be known from his creation.

42 God transcends all creatures. '

50 God has revealed himself and given himself to man. .

54 God ... manifested himself to our first pareats from the very beginning.

55 God’s compassion for fallen mankind.

56-58 God's covenant with Noah after the Flood.

57  Role of good angels

61  The patriarchs honoured as saints in Church’s liturgical traditions.

65 Christ is ... the unsurpassable Word. L

66,67 Revelation is complete but not fully explicit, guidance by Magisterium is
necessary, :

78  Tradition and the Fathers

80-82 Tradition and Sacred Scripture

83 The New Testament demonstrates the process of living Tradition.

84 The Sacred Deposit of the faith. '

85,86 The Magisterium alone entrusted with the authentic interpretation of the Word.

89 “Dogmas are lights along the path of faith: they illuminate it and make it secure.
If our life is upright, our intellect and heart will be open to welcome the light
shed by the dogmas of faith.”
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94

95

105
106
107

108

110
11l

12
113
114
115

Theological research deepens knowledge of revealed truth.

“Sacred Tradition, Sacred Scripture and the Magisterium ... one of them
cannot stand without the others”, .

God is the author of sacred scripture “written down under the inspiration of
the Holy Spirit, and handed on to the Church herself”.

Human authors of Scripture_“consigned to writing whatever he wanted

written, and no more.”
Inerrancy question: “The inspired books teach the ruth.”” “the books of

- Scripture ... without error the truth which God, for the sake of our salvation,

wished to see confided to the Sacred Scriptures”.

Christ must, through the Holy Spirit, open our minds to understandmg the
Scriptures.

Take account of literary genres etc, modes of communicating then current.
Guide to correct interpretation - “Sacred Scripture must be read and
interpreted in the light of the same Spirit by whom it was written”.

Be especially attentive “to the content and unity of the whole Scripture”
Read the Scripture within “the living Tradition of the whole Church”.
Be attentive to the analogy of faith,

Concordance of literal, spiritual (allegarical, moral and anagogical) senses.

116-117 Various senses of Serintura distinemished.

120
121
123
125
128
132
136

137

153
156

157

158

Apostolic Tradition discerned which books are sacred.

"The OT is divinely inspired, has never been revoked.

“Christians venerate the Old Testament as the true Word of God.”

The gospels are at the heart of the Scriptures, because of the Incarnate Word.
Typology within the OT and NT.

Sacred Scripture and spreading of the Word of central importance.
Inerrancy of Scripture re-affirmed. “God is the author of Sacred
Scripture because he inspired its human authors ... He thus gives
assurance that their writings teach without error his saving truth.”
Interpretation must be attentive to what God wanted to reveal through the
sacred authors for our salvation.

Faith is a gift from God, one must have the interior helps of the Holy Spirit.
We believe “because of the authority of God himself who reveals them,

who can neither deceive nor be deceived”

“Raith ... is founded on the very word of God who cannot lie”.
Revesled truths can seem obscure fo human reason and experience but

“the certainty which the divine light gives is greater than that which the
light of natural reason can”.

" “ten thousand difficulties do not make one doubt”.

Faith seeks understanding... “a more penetrating knowledge will in tum call
forth a greater faith, increasingly set afire by love™.
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159 Faith and science: :
“Though faith is above reason, there can never be any real discrepancy
between faith and reason ... God cannot deny himself, nor can truth ever -
contradict truth”, ,
“the things of the world and the things of faith derive from the same qu'
“The humble and persevering investigator of the secrets of nature is being led...
by the hand of God despite of himself”.

162 Perseverance in faith

165 Tum to the witnesses of faith: Abraham, Mary, many others.

166  Faith should be passed on to others. .

198 “Our Creed begias with the creation of heaven and earth, for creation is
the beginning and the foundation of all God’s works”. :

206 God calls himself “I am who am”, “I am He who is” - timeless nature of
God. , :

211 God’s faithfulness

214 In all his works, God displays his trustworthiness,

215 “God is Truth itself, whose words cannot deceive”,

218  God revealed himself out of “sheer gratuitous love”,

224 We must live in thanksgiving.

231 God’s very being is Truth and Love. :

237 The Trinity “can never be known unless revealed by God” in OT,

238,240 Reference to God as father, but unlike anything on Earth.

242 Councils of Nicea and Constantinople - the Son is consubstantial with the
Father.

249  The revealed truth of the Holy Trinity.

253 One God in three Persons - but distinct from one another,

260 We are calledtobe a dwelling for the Most Holy Trinity.

266 Now this is the Catholic faith: the Trinity etc

268 God's mysteribus power “made perfect in weakness”. :

269 He is the Lord of the Universe, whose order He established and which
remains wholly subject to Him and at his disposal.

272 The experience of evil and suffering.

282 “Catechesis on creation is of major importance...” “Where do we come
from” etc The two questions ... about the origin and about the end ... are
inseparable. They are decisive for the meaning and orientation of our life
and actions. ’ ,

283 Question of origins is subject of many scientific studies etc [Little real joy
here for theistic evolutionists but every effort will probably be made to

* turnitinto a loss of credibility for Catholic creationists.)

284 Is Universe govemned by chance or by transcendent God? Questions on

problem of evil.
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285 Pantheism challenge to Christian faith
“Permanence and universality of question of origins.”

286 The existence of God can be known with ccrtainty-through his works and
by the light of human reason.
By faith we believe that the world was created by the word of God.

287 “The truth about creation is so important...”

288 “The revelation of creation is inseparable from the revelatmn and forging
of the covenant of the one God with his people”.

290 God created all that exists outside of himself.

293 “God has no other reason for creating than his love and goodness”.

295  “he wanted to make his creatures share in his being, wisdom and goodness”

296  God creates freely “out of nothing”

297 Maccabees reference to mother of seven, and creation from nothing.

299  “because God creates through wisdom, his creation is ordered”
“God willed creation as a gift to man”

306-308 God is the first cause who operates in and through secondary causes.

309 Question of evil,

310- The world created “in a state of journeying” towards its ultimate
perfection,

311 Entry of moral evil into the world.

313 “all is ordained for the salvation of man”

328 Existence of angels a truth of faith - as clear as the unanimity of Tradition.

331-336 Existence of angels - so important to salvation.

334 “the whole life of the Church benefits from the mysterious and powerful help of
angels™

335 guardian angels

338 .. time begun”

340 “God wills the mterdependence of creatures .. no creature is selfsufficient”

356 Man created to share in God’s own life. “Itis for this end that he was
created” , :

358 “God created everything for man” “For him the heavens and the earth,
the sea and all the rest of creation exist”,
“God attached so much importance to salvation that her did not spare his own
son”.

359 “The first Adam was made by the second Adam”, body and soul.

360 Polygenism effectively rejected. “from one ancestor God made all nations
to inhabit the whole earth”

362 Body and rational soul are inseparable. “The human person, created in
the image of God, is a being at once corporeal and spiritual”.

363 “soul” signifies the spiritual principle in man.

364 “Itis a human bedy precisely because it is animated by a spiritual soul”,
And intended to become a temple of the Holy Spinit.




365
366

367
369
n
372
73
34

375
and
376
382
387

389

390
391

392
395
- 396
398
399
400

401

402
403

404
405

The unity of the soul and body is so profound - “their umon forms a smgle
nature®, |
Spiritual soul is created immediately by God - will be reunited with body at
Resurrection. j
Spirit and soul
Man and woman created, wulled by God in perfect equality as human persons
God created man and woman together and willed each for the other. .
Complementary as masculine and feminine. o
Stewardship of the Earth. o e e sl

ith reaﬁon around him, jn a st

would be surpassed only by the glory of the new creation jn. Qﬁm’ £,

Our first parents, Adam and Eve, were constituted in a state of original holmcss
justice.  Grace ... “to share in ... divine life". o
‘.‘Mas.mm.nmmm.qm_e- . the barmony between the first
couple and all creation comprised the state called “original justice” . .-
Man, though made of body and soul, is & unity. “spiritual and immortsl ;.
soul created immediately by God™.

Only the light of divine Revelation clarifies the reality of sin and particularly of
the sin committed at mankind’s origins.

“The Church, which has the mind of Christ, knows very well that w

cannot tamper with the revelation of original sin without undermining the
mystery of Christ.”

“The account of the Fall in Genesis 3 uses figurative language but affirms

a primeval event, 3 deed that took place af the beginning of history of man.

The bad angels became evil bylheu’owndomg had been created naturally

good.

Satan - “you will be like God".

Satan's actions permitted by God - but all thisis a greatmystely of Provxdencc

Freedom In dependence on the Creator

First parents seduced by the devil. _

Adam and Eve lost the grace of original holmeu. .

“Harmony with creation is broken; visible creation has become ahen and

hostile to man", r&mmmmlmmm
ay” ,

~Death makes its entrance into human bistory.”

After the first sin, the world is virtually inundated bysm

Rxght order broken, between men and all creatures.

in came jnt nd d in- R H

“The ovcnvhelmmg misery which opprcsses man cannot be understood apart

from Adam’s sin”

Original Sin iuberited - the Fallen state. -

Human nature wounded in its natural powers - inclined to Sin

(concupiscence).
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405 Baptism erases Original Sin

406 Original Sin defined at Councils of Orange (529) and Trent(1546).

408  “The sin of the world” ,

407  “Original Sin entails “captivity under the power of him who thenceforth had
the power of death, that is, the devil”. “man has a wounded nature”

409  “The whole of man’s history has been the story of dour combat with the powers
of evil, stretching , so our Lord tells us, from the very dawn of history until the
last day.”

411 Jesus Christ is the “New Adam” who makes amends for the disobedience of
Adam,

Mary, the “new Eve” ... was preserved from all stain of Original Sin ... and
by a special grace of God committed no sin of any kind during her whole
earthly life. S

412 God permits evil in order to draw forth some greater good.

413 “God did not make death, and he does not delight in the death of the
living”, (Wisdom 1:13, 2:24)

414  Satan and the other demons are fallen angels who have freely refused to serve
God and his plan. Their choice against God is definitive. They try to associate
man in their revolt against God.

415 *“... man, enticed by the evil one, abused his freedom at the very start of
history.”

416 “By his sin, Adam, as the first man, lost the original holiness and justice he
had received from God, not only for himself but for all human beings.”

417 *“Adam and Eve transmitted to their descendants human nature wounded by

’ their own first sin and hence deprived of original holiness and justice; this
deprivation is called original sin.”

418  As a result of original sin, human nature is weakened in its powers; subject
to ignorance, suffering, and the domination of death; and inclined to sin.

426  “At the heart of catechesis we find Jesus of Nazareth _.. only he can lead us to
the love of the Father in the Spirit and make us share in the life of the Holy
Trinity.”

427 Every catechist should be able to apply to himself the mysterious words of
Jesus: “My teaching is not mine but his who sent me.”

668 Christ is Lord of creation and of histary,

701 The Flood, whose symbolism refers to Baptism.

1005 The soul to be reunited with the body on the day of resurrection.

1008 Deathisa consequence of sin.

(1018) “Death was therefore contrary to the plans of God the Creator and entered the

world as a consequence of sin.” “Bodily death, from which man would have

been immune had he not sinned” is thus “the last enemy” of man left to be
conquered,
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1009
1040

1042
1044
1045
1046

1047
1049
1147
1605

1607
1608
1730

2331
2304
2465

Death is transformed by Christ. )

The Last Judgement - we shall know the ultimate meaning of the whole
work of creation, aad Providence.

The Universe will be renewed, together with the human race ... will be
perfectly re-established in Christ,

“He will wipe away every tear from their eyes, and death will be no more,
nor shall there be mourning nor crying nor pain any more”,

“The beatific vision.... will be the everflowing wellspring of happiness, peace,
and mutual communion.”

“For the cosmos, Revelation affirms the profound common destiny of the .
material world and man: ... For the creation waifs with eager longing ... in
bope because the creation itself will be set free from its bondage to decay....
the redemption of our bodies.” ‘

The world will be restored to its original state.

“The expectancy of a new eanh shall spur us on..."”

Cosmos - as source of knowledge about God. _

Man and woman were created for each other - marriage -
complementarity.

Disorder in relationship between sexes - due to Original Sin.

The order of creation persists, though seriously disturbed.

God created man as a rational being, conferring on him the dignity of a person
who can initiate and control his own actions. To seek his Creator.

Male and female he created them and named them Man.

Peace is “the tranquillity of order”.

“God is the source of all truth ... His faithfulness eadures to all
generatioas”.
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CATHOLIC ORIGINS SOCIETY OF AMERICA (COSA)

Readers will recall mention of the foundation of a new
creationist organisation in May [see DAYLIGHT #12 July 1994]
as part of Gerry Keane's lecture tour. Fr. David Becker has
Just published the first jissue of a four-page Newsletter,
available at no charge to interested persons. I am delighted
to include his introductory letter below. S

This is a most important development in the Church and in
the World, and the answer to many prayers. I strongly urge
all readers in USA to contact the address below, to support

and promote it as far as you are able. - A.N.
***0000000* ** :

MORNING STAR

Dear Friends of the Catholic Creationist Movement,

As I begin this letter the melody of an old spiritual comes
to mind, and the words: "Not my brother, not my sister, no
it's me O Lord, standin' in the need of prayer!" . And so the
first thing I wish to say is, Please pray for me and for the
Catholic Creationist Movement.

- My article, Evolution: A Racist Fairy Tale appeared in the
October edition of "Homiletic and Pastoral Review". In it I
promised that simultaneous with the publication of the
article a Catholic creationist society would exist to
promote  networking and fellowship among Catholic
creationists. The name of it would be MORNING STAR, and for
the present there would be no meetings, no memberships and
no dues, just commnication with the purpose of vindicating
INTELLIGENCE over RANDOMNESS, i.e., giving praise and glory
to God the Creator for the magnificence of His creation, and
pointing out the errors of the naturalistic theory of
evolution which claims that the order and design which we
'see everywhere in the world is merely apparent and not real,
that there is no God and the credit for the origins of |
things must go to blind, random chance.
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To date I have heard from 25 persons who read the article
and generally agreed with its contents and who indicated &
desire to become affiliated with MORNING STAR. I have
corresponded with about 50 other persons over the past Year
or so concerning the creation/evolution debate. And sO this
initial mailing from MORNING STAR will go out to about 75

people.

The first project which MORNING STAR is undertaking 1S the
publication of a monthly newsletter on the subject of
origins, i.e. on the creation/evolution debate. I thought
of calling it the MORNING STAR NEWSLETTER, but upon further
reflection decided it should have its own distinctive namer
and so have decided to call it THE WATCHMAKER. The name, of
course, derives from William Paley's famous metaphor for God.. .
as the Intelligent Designer which he published and
popularised in 1802.

Paley said that if we were walking along a road and found &
watch, we would study its intricate contrivances and unique
design, and conclude that there must have been a watchmaker .
So too, he said, when we study the many marvels of natur€:
we see evidence of design, and we can conclude to the .
existence of God the Designer: “Where there &I
contrivances, there must be a contriver; where there is
design, there must be a designer.”

The prospect of issuing THE WATCHMAKER on a monthly basis 18
somewhat daunting, a little like the proverbial journey of a .
thousand miles. The encouraging fact is that even very long
and difficult journeys begin with a single step. I hope YoU
will enjoy this first step of THE WATCHMAKER, Vol.l, No.l.

when God, who carpentered the universe, judged it was tile
to embark upon the great project of the Incarnation, 50 - as
to live among us as the Carpenter of Nazareth, He entrUSted
Himself to the heart of Mary. Following His example, I-
consecrate myself and MORNING STAR to the Immaculate Heart
of Mary. Holy Mother Mary, pray for all of us who ar€
involved in the Catholic creationist movement. Come HOLY
Spirit, come by means of the powerful intercession of the
Immaculate Heart of Mary, your well-beloved spouse !

Sincerely in Christ,
Rev. David R. Becker
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SPECTRUM

More extracts from your letters

“"Thank you so much for sending 'Creation Rediscovered' so
promptly. I am sure it is evolution at the bottom of so
much trouble and it is even taught in schools and

seminaries. I shall be delighted to read it N
Fr.A.C., Suffolk.

"Thanks for Daylight just received. I like the way you are
keeping the issue of Creation/Evolution to simple
understandable terms. The exposé of de Chardin is very
welcome." J.C., Humberside.

"Thank you for sending me the latest issue of Daylight
[May]l. I think it is the best issue to date. I am sure Guy
Berthault's article will become as quoted as the forward by
Maciej Giertych to Gerry Keane's book. It was inspired to
place right after it the prominence given in the liturgy to
Noah's Ark as a type of the Church ..." Bro.T.S., USA.

"My opposition to evolution is largely based upon faith and
instinct so I would like to strengthen my knowledge of its
doctrine & consequences ... I never really received an anti-
evolutionary perspective at my Catholic school (quite the
opposite in fact) so am extremely grateful for your hard
work in combatting such a theory ..." M.D., Birmingham,

"I find your Daylight very informative and useful. With
friends from here I went to a meeting on the Creation
question at a local evangelical church hall (to co-operate
with them on this matter seems one of the most useful
'ecumenical’' acts) and that led me to make it the subject of
a sermon ..." Fr.M.C, Dorset.

"I felt I should write to tell you how very much I enjoyed
the book on Creation which you sent me. I found it
enthralling. I have never had a moment's time for Darwinism
can't stand those millions of years - but the thought of a

young Universe fills one, for some reason, with hope."
K.M., Kent.
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"Enjoy your publication. The edifice of eveolution . is
crumbling - despite the efforts of those in the media and
academic institutions to shore it up. I have had letters
published in different journals and papers and the
evolutionists have been unable to refute me. Am forwarding
your booklet to our local bishop." Dr.K.C, California.

"Thank you for your letter and enclosures ; I was delighted
to see that there is a Catholic work against evolutionism.
I appreciated the issue of Daylight which I will use when 1
have the opportunity to discuss the scandal of evolution
with Catholic friends." B.L., Scotland.

“Warm congratulations on ‘"Daylight" & your excellent
detective work about the "open gquestion". In the 40's I
used to argue with the science students in Catholic college
( 'what would she know - a mere arts student', but I did
Geology as my required Science subject) and ended up by
saying "Well, your ancestors may have swung from trees, mine
didn't !" This was before Humani Generis - and a nun was
their tutor ( I was then not a Catholic)
Glad Gerry Keane's trip seems to have been successful.
Thanks for that handy bit about the appendix."
M.E., Australia.

"I was very interested to read an explanation on page 19 in
Humani Generis "The Teaching of the Church leaves t@e
doctrine of evolution an open gquestion." On reading this
statement a few years ago now, I was indeed very puzzled as
to how the Pope could make such a dangerous statement ! It
seems that we must all learn Latin so that we can be sure of
getting the truth !" D.S., Kent.

“I find Daylight is getting better & better."
Fr.R.B., France.

"] am rather hoping it is you who sent me a copy of
"Daylight" recently. I enjoyed the magazine immensely.

I am myself a student of archaeology ... and completely
reject evolution.

The article on the translation of "Humani Generis' was
interesting.” C.D., Yorkshire.
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"TELEGRAPHOLOGY"

1

Received wisdom from a national 'daily’.

CAVE HUNTERS TALLER THAN
MODERN MAN. "People who
lived 10,000 years ago were
~on average two inches taller
than we are...'This will
come as a surprise since it
has been generally assumed
that people have became
steadily taller through the
ages," said Prof.Kates."

" 'Daily Telegraph', 17 Oct.
COMMENT: Not proof of the
‘giants' of Genesis 6:4, but
evidence of devolution !

AM-YEAR-QID MISSING LINK
DISOONVERED.
finds...suggest that the
cammon ancestor  of humans
and apes was much more like
the - chimp  than the
gorilla..Without bones from
the lower limbs, the team is
unable  to tell if these
primitive ancestors walked
on two legs or four...The
fossils found in Ethiopia
were  first  spotted by
Prof.Gen Suwa of Tokyo
University in 1992. His eye
was caught by the ‘glint of a
molar. tooth among the
hundreds of pebbles of the
desert. 'I knew it was a
hominid®', he said. ‘'And
because we had found other
ancient animals that
morming, I knew it was one
of the oldest haminid teeth
found. '" D.T., 22 Sept.
COMMENT : Such faith !
And they don't even know if
this ape could stand up !

"The latest .

HEAD GREW FROM BRAINLESS
WORM. “"Genetic analysis of
amphioxus [looks like a
'pallidly animated anchovy
fillet' (I like it ! Ed.)]
shows that...the genes used
to sculp the head-tail axis

‘of amphioxus are similar to

those used during an early
stage in our embryo
development to distinguish
head from feet...We end up
locking different...because
humans have many additional
genes that go on to make the
body plan more complex.”
D.T., 18 Aug.
COMMENT: Having the same
basic chordate body plan,
this fact would be predicted
from design. Comparative
anatomy and embryology are
no evidence for evolution.

INSECTS EXPERT METALLURGISTS
"The cutting edge of a

- locust's jaws is as tough as

copper  because it is
hardened with zinc...if the
formula were ascertained, it
could be used to manufacture
wear-resistant materials at
low temperatures for use in
dental and orthopaedic
prostheses. . .Leaf~-cutting
ants also have ...zinc..,
while same  .beetles and
termites rely on ..manganese.

D.T., 24 Aug.
COMMENT: Another triumph for -
Darwin ? Or a Supreme Intel
-ligence and Power applied
to matter 7
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"TELEGRAPHOLOGY"

Is school science education ?

PUBLIC CONFUSION
INDIFFERENCE TO SCIENCE.
"Most of us cannot answer
simple questions about
science...the vast majority
of people say they are
unconcerned by their own
ignorance. .. ‘

"We asked who should bear
the most responsibility for
ensuring that we all have a
basic knowledge of
science...

"...just over half singled
out school teachers...The

young

AND

expect more help from the
science fraternity.([sic]
"We asked whether people
have faith in
scientists...44 per cent
never or seldam do 'because
scientists are always
contradicting each other.' "
D.T., 31 Aug., 7 Sept.

IGNORANCE OF SCIENCE ‘'WILL
LAST TEN YEARS'.

"The present generation of
children who were being
taught more science because
the subject was now
campulsory until the age of
16 offered new hope, said Dr
Anne

years you will get more and
more correct answers."
D.T., 2 Sept.

CHILDREN UNDERSTAND LESS AS
THEY GET OLDER

“A simple experiment by §00
primary and secondary pupils
showed children's
understanding of science
declines between the ages of
11 and 14. Researchers fm
Durham and York Universities
...said it was added
evidence that sciel_lce
education ‘may have lost its
way'... ]

"An inadequate science
curriculun that neglected
the importance of evaluating
evidence was to blame, the

report found. And the
problem was partly
responsible for the

alienation of many pupils
from science.

"Science courses ‘need
serious reconsideration' so
that they can convey more of

the excitement - and
importance of science, the
report said.”

D.T., 5 Sept.

FIRST TEACH THEM FACTS

"An American professor has
achieved astonishing success
with a teaching system that
harks back to traditional
methods...the vagueness of
skills-led National

our
Curriculum, especially in
its proposed 'slimmed-

down' form, has done little
to allay fears."”
Susan Elkin, D.T., 7 Sept.

~29-



"YOU CAN TRUST A sc1mvrlsr (to get it wrong !)"

"The compOSJ.tlon of a gigantic cloud of gas near the very
edge of the universe shows that stars formed bllllons of

years earller than previously belleved. "
: ‘ D. T. r 19 Sept.

"Einstein delayed publishing his 1916 revolutionary general
theory of relativity for three years because he thought it

might be wrong. "
D.T., 20 Oct.

"The destruction of the ozone layer is having no effect on
ocean plankton..."This is clear evidence that the ozone
depletion threat is less serious than we thought."

o D.T., 18 Aug.

"The Hubble Space Telescope has made a discovery which must
be true, but at the same time cannot be true.

"The telescope seems to have found proof that the universe
is less than 12 billion years old - but this clashes with
equally definite proof that it is at least 16 billion years

old."
D.T., 27 Oct.

"The thin layer of life that coats the planet's surface may
be thicker than scientists thought, with the dlscovery that
sediments deep below the ocean floor teem with microscopic
Ccreatures (which) fundamentally alter our picture of life on

the planet."
D.T., 29 Sept.

"The broad-toothed sauropod find was ‘highly unusual', he
added, since this type of dinosaur was thought to have
disappeared more than 20 million years earlier."

: D.T., 14 Oct.

[ Fmpha515 added in _above quotations]

Since scientists honourably admit mistakes such as these
recently published, why should they be surprised that few
people believe their words to be infallible ? Their
integrity would be much enhanced by honest open debate on
the subject of Evolutlon being encouraged at all levels in

education: essential for restoring public confidence.



“DAYLIGHT" FINANCIAL STATEMENT

September 2nd 1993 - September 8th 1994.

.- subscriptions by Standing Order.
. your bank, needs to include :

INCOME , £. EXPENDITURE £
Subscriptions 581 Printing/copying 354
Donations 167 Postage 377
Books, literature, Books,. tapes 234
tapes 374 Stationery/Office 106
Videos 92 - Videos 81
Interest 2 Tel.& electricity 20

— o 3
1216 Subscriptions 5
Opening balance 252 Meeting expenses 67
£ 1468 Petrol 25
1299
Closing balance 169
£ 1468
STANDING ORDERS
A few members have requested details for paying

The form, to be sent +to

Your Name and Address, and those of your Bank.
Your account name and number.

.The sum to be paid (in numbers .and in words).
" The date and frequency of payment.

When the payments commence.

To: National, .
10 St.Pet ‘ S X.
(Sort cod
MRALG |

-31-



AVATTLABLE FROM "DAYLIGHT"

Books

CREATION REDISCOVERED G.J.KEANE

BONE OF CONTENTION S.BAKER M. Sc.
is evolution true ?

EVOLUTION- IS IT SCIENTIFIC ? S.TYLER, A.GOUGH

EVOLUTION-FACT OR FAITH ? D.BIRD
SCIENCE VS EVOLUTION M. BOWDEN
IN THE BEGINNING FR.P,FEHLNER

(theology of Doctrine of Creation)
THE HOLY SHROUD IS AUTHENTIC C.R.C. PUBLICATION
THE VICTORY OF THE HOLY SHROUD ditto

WON BY SCIENCE

Audio-cassettes

OUR ORIGINS, CREATION O FR.A.M.FIDES
EVOLUTION ? :

TEILHARD DE CHARDIN - FALSE BENEDICTINE FATHERS,
PROPHET 7 NEW JERSEY.

A BIOLOGIST LOOKS AT GENESIS A.NEVARD

9.00
=

=2
2.0
7.00
200

250
250

4.00
4.00

4.00

CREATION SCIENCE- THE CATHOLIC REVIVAL, A,NEVARD 4.00

Videos

EVOLUTION - FACT OR BELIEF ? P.WILDERS (Narr.)
FUNDAMENTAL EXPERIMENTS ON P.JULIEN ,PH.D. &
STRATIFICATION G.BERTHAULT

Prices include postage in the UK only.
Please add 15% for overseas.

18.00

7.00




