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SASAN RAHMATIAN

Dear God:

t is difficult to imagine an argu-
I ment that has as few immediate
consequences as the creationism
and evolution debate. No practical, day-
to-day decision hinges on the outcome of
this debate. However, the hidden agen-
das associated with each position are
significant. As an educator, I have my
own da associated with this debate:
critical thimking, :

Descartes once observed that the
greatest di in history was the
discovery of the method of discovery it~
self. Critical thinking is just that: A
method of discovery and, perhaps, a cer-
tain positive attitude toward its underly-
ing processes. It is the art of systemati-
cally and _ repetitively subjecting a
proposed viewpoint to clarifying ques-
tions, such as:

® What does it mean?

® How do you know?

® What difference does it make?

® What does it take to prove it wrong? *

Then, one subjects the answers to dis-
Any theory that purports to account

for the origins of life and human beings
should be respected enough to be stud-
ied in some detail. How many opponents
of evolution have really educated them-
selves about its technical intricacies and
can at least restate it to the evolution-
ists’ satisfaction?

How many of those who attack crea-
tionism are familiar with its various nu-
ances and in i

metaphorically?
With critical thinking, the responsibil-
ity for making sense of a doctrine rests
squarely on the shoulders of the individ-
ual examining it. No pat answers can be
found in any book. A critical thinker has

the courage to question a viewpoint
when it does not quite jibe with her
intuition, or when that viewpaint is rid-
dled with internal contradictions. The

— defending one view an-
other. A theory must be able to stand on
its own feet and be defended in its own
right.

Second, the two views may not even
be mutually exclusive. A recent com-
mentator on the subject (Simpson, Dec.
7) stated: Either everything we see came

about by purely naturalistic means with
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an intelligence far beyond our under-
standing.” Not true! Why not think of
that superior intelligence as the design-
er of the laws of nature who set the
wheel in motion and then let nature
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% difficulty with ran-
dom events (ie., mutations) being of-
fered as a scientific i

We have questions about questions

verse unless we saw the Earth as the
center and all those others as insignifi-

Finally, let me confess my confusion
about the continuation of the human
race after Adam and Eve: Who did their
son, Cain, marry? His sister? Where did
she come from? Tsn’t that incest?






